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Dear Aimee, 

Please accept the following asa formal protest ofportions of the CBWR Pilot 
Proposal EA/FONSI. 

Density Management in a Riparian Reserve 

I specifically wish to protest BLM's insistence on conducting density management in 
a riparian zone. In December of 2011, my son, Liam and I spent several hours 
tramping the area in question. If the proposed action, in the first instance, is 
intended as a response to significant over stocking of conifers, for our part, we were 
unable to see the need for thinning here, at all. From our direct observation, this 
riparian reserve is not now overstocked to such a degree that it is in immediate need 
of thinning. 

Underfoot, the soils appeared to be unstable and benefited, we are sure, from the 
lush ground cover of native plants currently extant. We were pleased to note the 
presence of chanterelle mushrooms and other fungi not far from the stream, itself. 
These last, of course, are indicative to some degree of the moist (riparian) nature of 
this area. 

If the main or secondary purpose for entering this riparian reserve is to meet cultural 
needs of the Coquille Tribe, then that is another matter. We did observe a small 
amount of bear grass currently growing, higher up and away from the stream. BLM's 
contention that converting the rest or significant portions of the riparian reserve to 
the kind of environment suitable for a grass that thrives in relatively drier and more 
open areas Is, 00 its face, preposterous. By endorsing this conversion, the •. Coos Bay 
District likewise endorses the actions necessary to effect such an unnatural transition 
ina successfully and naturally recovering riparian reserve. Once thinning is 
completed a fire trail would be gouged into the soil parallel to the stream in order to 



facilitate the extirpation of the salal, fern, mosses and other native forbes and fungi 
that currently grace and help to protect the stream. This destruction would be 
effected by means of a controlled burn. BLM may, as it contends in its response to 
scoping comments from the public, feel that such foolishness is justified by the way 
it has forced the scientific literature to endorse it; I, for one, do not. 

Why would any sensible manager, entrusted with the care and enhancement of vital 
public lands try to fight the natural progression of a recovering reserve by such 
action? Why indeed, when bear grass could much more easily be propagated in some 
of the regeneration harvest areas proposed for the pilot. Plant bear grass in some of 
these drier and (post clear cut) more open areas. Bear grass could occupy the 
space intended for the proposed 200 trees per acres, if bear grass is, indeed, a 
cultural imperative for BLM and the tribe. 

Personally, I suspect a less apparent motive in this portion of the pilot proposal. In 
the past, the non-tribal resource managers for the Coquille Tribe have, in my opinion, 
exhibited a worrisome interest in conducting resource extraction activities in riparian 
zones. I felt this to be the case in their proposals, under aegis of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, on the Coquille Forest. Specifically, in the Chu-aw Clau-she No.3 
Additional Acres Timber Sale, and in the Alder (Lost 40)/Rasler Timber Sale. While I 
am aware that BLM is, in this pilot, making no overt reference to the Coos Bay 
Wagon Road proposal, seeking management control of some tens of thousands of 
additional acres, I cannot help myself feeling suspicious; thinking that the pilot would 
create a precedent for further unnecessary extraction of timber from riparian 
reserves that would, otherwise, be prohibited. It is my opinion that, at least in this 
instance, cultural needs do not trump proven aquatic necessities. 

Density Management/Hardwood Conversion 

To contend, as BLM continues to do, that clear cutting the mature alder stand in the 
pilot proposal would mitigate an edge effect, which the agency claims is a current 
threat to the denizens of the adjacent Marbled Murrelet reserve defies belief! I have 
spent significant time exploring this area of the proposed pilot and have observed 
colonization of the alder stand by conifers. In other words, the natural, post 
disturbance elimination of any edge effect is currently underway, unaided by BLM or 
the Tribe. If and when the alders are "whacked", the resultant edge effect would be 
greatly magnified, for decades. To say that this would be of any benefit to Murrelets 
is, in my opinion, disingenuous, at best. 

Further; the old access road into the alderstandis· being· "naturally"cjecommissioned 
asl Write. Trees and shrubs,et aL have rnadeagobdbeginningat theeflfflinatibnbf 
this artifact of a misguided resource extraction past. Reconditioning this entry path 



would very likely provide ready access by P. lateralis to the very Port Orford Cedars 
in this unit that BLM has promised to do its best to preserve, during harvest 
operations. 

Of course, such objections would be rendered moot if, indeed, the real purpose of 
the hardwood conversion were not intended for the benefit of the threatened sea 
birds, very much or at all, but rather to facilitate future timber extraction after 
replanting with more marketable species. Or, at about $1 30 per thousand board 
feet, perhaps there Is sufficient monetary reason to clear cut alder right now? 

On a related if not directly pertinent matter, I wonder if the money given to the 
CoquiUe Tribe to conduct the necessary surveys and to Jay out this pilot proposal in 
place of BLM staff could not have been better spent. Perhaps this funding might 
have allowed the district to maintain the Bear Creek Recreation Area now being 
dismantled (at what cost?) by BLM? Believe me, this draconian action has not 
endeared your agency to the long suffering recreational public. 

Please note that I am signing this protest for Umpqua Watersheds, Inc. on whose 
Board of Directors I serve as the Conservation Committee Chair. 

While I am a member of the Executive Board of the Coquille Watershed Association, I 
am not authorized by nor do I intend to speak for the Association, its Board of 
O.rect,ors Gr. tBe Executive RGard ~ra this ,pr,otest. 

Joseph Patrick Quinn 
fDr Umpqua W~atersheds" loc.
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