NOTE TO WOPR WEB FORUM:  I had to upload since the comments were deleted when directly inserted in web browser- this was unpleasant to say the least.
I have two degrees in Biology and Env Sci.  I'm currently a M.S. in water resources at OSU:  www.Ajsconnect.wordpress.com

My substantive comments on the BLM DEIS for WOPR are as follows:

1.) The socioeconomic drivers for the Alternative 2 endorsement (table 2 LIII) are erroneous and void- NPV and discount rates don't take into account  economic downturns e.g. recessions, or environmental events e.g. massive stand replacing fires.  Therefore I SUPPORT NO ALTERNATIVE until uncertainy within some standard deviation is created for these values that appear to be driving BLMs endorsement of ALT 2.

2.)  Riparian areas are dynamic ecological and physical areas that pulse and flood at different levels in different watersheds.  I ENDORSE NO CHANGE to riparian area management until BLM recognizes the threat from invasives (a #2 threat to lands on USFS property) and manages for the publics water resource areas on a locational, site by site basis.

3.) PFC or proper functioning condition is too coarse for CHAPTER 2 overview of management- the PFC will not and cannot tell BLM managers how water quality/riparian areas are changing through time to any degree of certainty.  I endores NO CHANGE until PFC is supplemente with watershed analyses when timber/extraction/management effects will be occuring in a basin.  

 lastly, I commend all those in BLM who try to manage a disconnected, "checkerboarded" land conglomerate as the BLM on-the-ground employees try to do on a daily basis.

  Good luck and God Bless.
