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April 17, 2013 
 
Jon Raby 
Field Manager 
Butte Falls Resource Area 
Medford District BLM 
3040 Biddle Road 
Medford, OR 97504 
 
 
Re: Trail Creek Timber Sale Scoping  
 
 
Dear BLM Planners, 
 
Thank you for accepting these scoping comments on behalf of the Klamath Siskiyou 
Wildlands Center, Cascadia Wildlands, and Oregon Wild. Contact information for our 
organizations may be found at the conclusion of this document. Please send hard copies of 
all forthcoming documents regarding this project to our mailing addresses. 
 
As will be discussed below, the most prominent issues of concern to our organizations are 
the proposals to construct additional temporary logging roads within this heavily roaded 
planning area, the proposed regeneration and riparian reserve logging, and the proposal to 
log some larger diameter trees that are currently in severe deficit in the watershed. 
 
As the BLM moves forward with planning of this important project, we would like to 
highlight the following concerns- 
 
Roads:  
 
Road construction is a very controversial aspect of this project. It is essential that the Butte 
Falls Resource Area reduce the impacts of the existing road density within the planning 
area on hydrological function and terrestrial resources. The cumulative impacts of ORV 
use, trash dumping, road/stream crossings and habitat fragmentation associated with the 
existing BLM transportation system are significant. Please take this opportunity to work 
with the interested public to improve aquatic health and terrestrial wildlife connectivity by 
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identifying and decommissioning BLM roads that are not needed for agency management 
activities and by avoiding new road construction. 
 
Owl Habitat:  
 
Often the BLM proposes logging suitable spotted owl habitat down to the bare minimum 
canopy cover (60% in NRF and 40% in dispersal habitat) that it believes will not 
“downgrade” the habitat at issue. We are not convinced that every acre of functioning 
spotted owl habitat requires “treatment.” Often, the impacts from landing construction, 
yarding, and OSHA snag felling are not known to the public, to agency wildlife biologists, 
or to the decision maker, prior to the decision being rendered to log the owl habitat. The 
“regeneration” of forests providing owl habitat is a significant action that may necessitate 
completion of an EIS for this project. 
 
Late-Successional Forests:  
 
We continue to have concerns about a subset of the logging prescription where large trees 
could be cut where there are patches of older forest. Recent implementation of the Pilot Joe 
timber sale has shaken our belief in elements of the BLM’s timber sale program. In that 
project, the Ashland Resource Area was unable, or unwilling, to actually protect old-
growth trees from timber harvest, despite the contention in the EA that such trees would 
not be logged. Our organizations regret that we endorsed a timber sale that led to old-
growth logging. Now that we have been burned once, we require iron-clad guarantees that 
large-diameter trees will not be felled as part of the Trail Creek project. Hence an 
enforceable diameter limit is an essential project parameter. 
 
Riparian Reserve Logging: 
 
In the past our organizations have supported commercial thinning of existing plantations 
located within Riparian Reserves. Evidently this was a mistake as the BLM is increasingly 
proposing RR logging in mature and native forest stands in which logging is not needed to 
attain the objectives of the Aquatic Conservation Strategy of the Northwest Forest Plan. C-
32 of the Forest Plan is clear that logging in RRs is prohibited unless “needed” to attain the 
ACS objectives. Such logging is likely not “needed” in the Trail Creek Watershed and will 
involve the felling of wildlife snags for OSHA purposes, the reduction of mature forest 
canopy and the felling of non-target conifers to facilitate yarding. Indeed, the agency is 
proposing logging stands down to 50% canopy, which is significantly lower than the 60% 
canopy necessary for NRF habitat. Such logging removes forest canopy necessary for late-
successional forest character and reduces future snag and down wood recruitment. 
 
Regeneration Logging: 
 
Here we go again. A return to the bad old days. Logging all but 6 trees per acre is a gift to 
the timber industry at the expense of wildlife, watersheds, recreation, fire hazard and 
collaboration. As we saw in the Timbered Rock fire, every single plantation in that fire 
burned at a stand replacing intensity whereas less than 20% of old-growth stands 
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experienced high severity fire impacts. The stated project objectives of restoring ecological 
characteristics and decreasing wildfire risk will not be met by removing 85% of forest 
stands in project units. Regeneration logging destroys forests, it does not restore them. The 
surrounding checkerboard of private industrial forestlands and the vast network of existing 
BLM fiber plantations provide far less ecosystem services than the remaining mature 
forests in this heavily logging watershed. There are no forest conservation organizations 
that support the conversion of public forests into fiber plantations and proposing this 
practice precludes collaborative efforts to produce timber volume while increasing forest 
health. Please note that page 44 of the (nearby) Grave Creek BLM Watershed Analysis 
indicates that “the high density of small trees and brush may result in increased risk of 
large, intense fires or increased susceptibility to disease or insect damage.” The risk 
referred to in that BLM document will be further increased by BLM regeneration logging 
proposals contained in the Trail Creek scoping notice. 
 
Collaboration:  
 
We are hopeful that a collaborative approach that incorporates forest values in addition to 
timber production will become the standard operating procedure for BLM management in 
Southern Oregon. Getting the community and interested stakeholders information early in 
the planning process, and allowing community and stakeholder concerns to be 
substantively (rather than procedurally) addressed in the early planning stages will be key 
to BLM forest management success in the future. Meaningful public involvement is more 
than simply procedurally responding to comments, rather it requires attempting to 
understand and incorporate the concerns and values of a wide range of stakeholders into 
project layout and design. 
 
Thank you for considering our concerns and comments during project planning. Our more 
detailed project scoping comments are as follows- 
 
 
Logging Larger Trees 
 

It should be noted that dense, small conifer/mixed stands occur at higher elevations on 
USFS lands posing a potentially higher fire hazard. –Trail Creek WA, page 3-39. 
 
As a result of timbering activity, there has also been a progressive increase of young, 
even-aged stands with dense regeneration and brush. Coincidently, the use of pre-
commercial, commercial thinning, and other land conversion practices have further 
increased fuel profiles. –Trail Creek WA, page 3-41. 

 
Because of the paucity of mature and late-successional habitat in this landscape the 
removal of larger trees exhibiting late-successional structure will greatly increase the 
ecological impacts and social controversy of the proposed timber sale and will not 
contribute to forest health objectives. Please note, as pointed out above, the Watershed 
Analysis indicates that the cumulative logging of private and BLM lands has dramatically 
reduced the large-tree component in this planning area and adjacent watersheds. 
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We believe that retaining large diameter trees where they still exist would benefit the 
project in a number of ways. 
 
Large trees are a primary element of NSO habitat function, which this project should seek 
to retain.  
 
Retaining large trees in the project would greatly reduce the scientific and social 
controversy regarding the harvest prescription, and hence could contribute to the 
production of wood fiber. 
 
Large trees provide disproportionate hydrological benefits to these watersheds. The crowns 
of such trees help moderate peak flow events via canopy cover. Large live trees are the 
only source of future large down wood, which also helps to filter and moderate water flow 
throughout the year.  
 
Please note that our organizations publically supported and endorsed the Pilot Joe timber 
sale on the Medford BLM District based on the understanding and assurance that large-
diameter fire-resilient trees would be retained. Our trust was misplaced. In fact the BLM 
logged a number of ancient trees in unit 26-1A. This marking, and logging, caused us to 
regret our previous support of the project. In a field trip (9/27/12) with the District Manager 
he explained his belief that BLM timber markers should have a great deal of discretion. 
Given that this discretion has resulted in old-growth trees being logged in a dry forest 
restoration project, our organizations want an ironclad assurance that large-diameter trees 
will not be logged in the Trail Creek project. We need an enforceable sideboard that 
protects big trees. The BLM should implement a diameter limit to protect the big, old, fire-
resilient trees that still exist in this watershed.  
 
Finally, please note that in the Thom Seider FEIS (page 343) both the Klamath National 
Forest and the Environmental Protection Agency acknowledge that the diameter of conifer 
trees acts as a “measure of resistance to fire.” Hence the fire resiliency goals of the Trail 
Creek project may be best achieved by retaining such trees where they still exist in the 
watershed. That federal agency analysis contained in that FEIS may be viewed: 
http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/fs-usda-pop.php/?project=16796 
 
 
Findings of the Watershed Analysis 
 
Please note that at E-20, The Northwest Forest Plan requires that: 
 

[The Watershed Analysis] will serve as the basis for developing project-specific 
proposals, and determining monitoring and restoration needs for a watershed. Some 
analysis of issues or resources may be included in broader scale analyses because of 
their scope. The information from the watershed analyses will contribute to decision 
making at all levels. Project-specific NEPA planning will use information developed from 
watershed analysis. For example, if watershed analysis shows that restoring certain 
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resources within a watershed could contribute to achieving landscape or ecosystem 
management objectives, then subsequent decisions will need to address that information.  

 
The Medford RMP states that: 
 

The information from the watershed analyses will contribute to decision making at all 
levels. Project-specific NEPA planning will use information developed from watershed 
analysis. For example, if watershed analysis shows restoring certain resources within a 
watershed could contribute to achieving landscape or ecosystem management objectives, 
then subsequent decisions will bed to address that information. 
-RMP page 96.  

 
The Medford RMP further states that: 
 

The results of the watershed analysis will influence final decisions both on timing of land-
disturbing activities such as timber sales and on application of design features and 
mitigation measures, including best management practices (BMPs) for water quality 
protection. 
-RMP page 97. 

 
Hence the Trail Creek project should incorporate and reflect the following findings and 
recommendations contained in the Trail Creek WA: 
 

• 

 
• 

 
• 

 
• 

 
• 

 
• 

 
• 

Active road density on BLM lands is 4 miles per square mile. The road density goal 
within the watershed is 1.5 miles per square mile for BLM lands. Page 3-47. 

Evaluate roads that are adjacent to stream channels using the 1998 BLM road 
inventory for Trail Creek and consider decommissioning, obliteration, or rerouting 
to restore the floodplain. Page 4-9. 

Use the 1998 BLM road inventory, and any subsequent updates, to identify existing 
roads with mass wasting potential, and develop site-specific mitigation plans to 
reduce hazards to streams where they occur. Page 4-11. 

Use the BLM Trail Creek road inventory to identify road segments that cause 
concentrated flow and downslope gullying. If sediment from gullies reaches 
streams, consider control treatments including addition of drainage structures and 
energy dissipation/erosion control treatments. Page 4-13 

Decrease the direct delivery distance of road ditches (currently averaging 570 feet). 
Delivery distance of treated road segments should approximate 100 feet. Page 4-13. 

Reconstruct, stabilize, reroute, close, obliterate, or decommission roads and 
landings that pose substantial risk to Riparian Reserves. Page 4-13.  

Use the BLM Trail Creek Road Inventory to identify road segments within Riparian 
Reserves, and to determine risk. Page 4-13. 
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• 

 
• 

 
• 

 
• 

 
• 

 
 

Designate Riparian Reserves to include active and potentially active landslides. 
Page 4-14. 

In concert with assessment of road abandonment and transportation system 
assessment, consider as a high priority abandonment and rehabilitation to forested 
conditions roads within one site potential tree-height equivalent of stream channels, 
particularly fish-bearing stream channels. Page 4-18. 

Consider road closures and/or traffic restrictions at upper elevations within and 
adjacent to late-successional habitat structure is to be developed. This closure 
strategy would further improve connectivity for old-growth dependent species. Page 
4-22. 

Consider road closures and/or traffic restrictions within and adjacent to Riparian 
Reserves to further improve connectivity. Page 4-24. 

As recommended in the terrestrial habitat section, protection of existing old-growth 
stands should be considered wherever they exist on BLM lands. These stand 
conditions tend to exist on about 2,050 acres of dense, large tree stands occurring 
on cooler, moister upper elevation north facing sites, about 1,500 of which is on 
federal lands, much of which is within riparian areas. Page 4-25. 

Transportation Management 
 

The uniformly high density of roads throughout the watershed has resulted from 
accessing and removing timber. High densities of roads in forested habitat tend to 
displace wildlife species, sensitive to human activities, from otherwise suitable habitat 
near roads. High road densities also allow high levels of human access that tend to 
reduce security of deer and elk during hunting season and increase mortality due to 
poaching. –Trail Creek WA, page 1-8. 
 
Most of the weeds found in this watershed, as well as District-wide, are found along road 
sides, where the seeds are transported by vehicles and control is difficult. –Trail Creek 
WA, page 1-10. 
 
Trash dumping is a significant problem in the watershed. During reconnaissance of the 
area, numerous dumping ground locations were observed, frequently adjacent to Trail 
Creek and its tributaries…Dumping locations were prevalent in areas readily accessible 
from primary and secondary roadways in the watershed. –Trail Creek WA, page 3-8 
 
Roads are the predominant cause of increased rates of mass wasting associated with 
forest management, with acceleration factors due to roads commonly found to be in the 
range of ten to one hundred times greater for roads than for harvesting. –Trail Creek 
WA, page 3-11. 
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A number of factors contribute to the high road sediment delivery in the watershed: long 
contributing road lengths between cross drains, insloped or crowned road surfaces, 
unsurfaced or lightly surfaced roads, and relatively high road and stream densities. –
Trail Creek WA, page 3-20. 
 
For the Trail Creek watershed, road surface erosion alone increased sediment delivery 
by 80% and exceeded 100% for the Upper East Fork sub-watershed. –Trail Creek WA, 
page 3-23. 
 
Road mileage within riparian areas is extensive on both federal and other ownerships 
within the watershed. –Trail Creek WA, page 3-32. 
 
[O]beservations indicate the extent of these [noxious weed] infestations are limited to 
travel corridors. Observations made during field reconnaissance indicate the road side 
distribution is considerably more extensive, particularly on roads with frequent traffic. –
Trail Creek WA, page 3-42. 
 
Roads directly destroy habitat and render adjacent habitat less suitable for species and 
individuals that are displaced by vehicular traffic and other human activities. Roads 
reduce habitat effectiveness by increasing ecotones (i.e., edge areas between habitats) 
and can inhibit movement of some species among patches of habitat. –Trail Creek WA, 
page 3-47. 
 

 
Please note that the Trail Creek scoping notice indicates that the BLM is considering: (1) 
Temporary road construction; (2) Landing construction; (3) Gap creation and regeneration 
logging; and (4) Ground-based yarding activities; all of which will increase (rather than 
decrease) the hydrological and terrestrial impacts of the equivalent roaded acres in the 
planning area.   
 
We urge the BLM to propose and implement a vegetation management project that 
implements the ACS of the Northwest Forest Plan and the findings and recommendations 
of the BLM’s Watershed Analysis by: 
 

• 
• 
• 

Avoiding and deferring new road construction; 
Minimizing new landing construction; and 
Decommissioning unneeded roads. 
 

Attached to these scoping comments is a recent study regarding the long-term impacts of 
roads and transportation management on sediment production. 
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Cumulative Impacts 
 

Most of the watershed has been harvested at some time during the past 50 years. During 
first entry, gentle and moderate slopes as steep as 50% were tractor logged on private 
lands within the watershed. Soil disturbance, removal of soil surface horizons, 
compaction and subsequent erosion caused substantial loss of soil productivity…-Trail 
Creek WA, page 3-24. 
 
Substantial removal of forest vegetation has occurred in riparian areas adjacent to most 
of the major tributaries in the watershed, particularly at lower elevations and along the 
main stem of Trail Creek and the West Fork. Deforestation of these riparian areas can be 
expected to have major effects on routing of water, sediment, and wood in these streams. 
–Trail Creek WA, page 3-29. 
 
Human disturbances that have degraded Riparian Reserves include timber harvesting, 
roads, and grazing within the reserves...Timber harvest within riparian areas was 
extensive. –Trail Creek WA, page 3-31 
 
The dominant historical influence on wildlife and wildlife habitat in the watershed has 
been timber extraction. Clearcut and shelterwood harvesting has largely determined the 
age of forest stands and ecological characteristics. –Trail Creek WA, page 3-46. 

 
Please provide a thorough cumulative impacts analysis of the proposed logging in 
combination with other federal logging and private logging activities.  
 
A proper consideration of the cumulative impacts of a project requires “some quantified or 
detailed information;…[g]eneral statements about some possible effects and some risk do 
not constitute a hard look absent a justification regarding why more definitive information 
could not be provided.” Neighbors of Cuddy Mountain v. United States Forest Serv., 137 
F3d 1372, 1379-80 (9th Cir. 1998)). The analysis “must be more than perfunctory; it must 
provide a useful analysis of the cumulative impacts of past, present and future projects.” Id. 
 
The pacific fisher, northern spotted owl, long-legged myotis, fringed myotis, Yuma myotis 
(all bats), western bluebird, pileated woodpecker, goshawks, and del norte salamander may 
all be affected by reduction of forest stand structure, canopy closure and/or snag density in 
planning area. Please address and disclose the cumulative impacts of your activities on 
these species.  
 
The many severe cumulative impacts from timber sale activities, road construction, fire 
suppression, and ORV use that are identified in the WAs for this planning area must meet 
the requirements of NEPA such that: 
 

A proper consideration of the cumulative impacts of a project requires “some quantified 
or detailed information;…general statements about possible effects and some risk do not 
constitute a hard  look absent a justifications regarding why more definitive information 
could not be provided.” Ocean Advocates, 361 F.3d at 1128 (quoting Neighbors of 
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Cuddy Mountain v. US Forest Service, 137 F.3d 1372, 1379-80 (9th Cir. 1998)). The 
analysis “must be more than perfunctory; it must provide a useful analysis of the 
cumulative impacts of past, present, and future projects.” Id.  
-KS Wild v. BLM 387 F 3d. 15269 (9th Cir. 2004).  

 
As discussed in the Ninth Circuit’s July 24, 2007 decision regarding Medford BLM NEPA 
analysis: 

 
One of the specific requirements under NEPA is that an agency must consider the effects 
of the proposed action in the context of all relevant circumstances, such that where 
“several actions have a cumulative…environmental effect, this consequence must be 
considered in an EIS.” Neighbors of Cutty Mountain v. US Forest Service., 137 F3d 
1372, 1378 (9th Cir. 1998) quoting City of Tenakee Springs v. Clough, 915 F.2d 1308, 
1312 (9th Cir. 1990)). A cumulative effect is “the impact on the environment which results 
from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and 
reasonably foreseeable actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or 
persons undertakes such other actions.” 40 CFR § 1508.7.  
 
Our cases firmly establish that a cumulative effects analysis “must be more than 
perfunctory; it must provide a useful analysis of the cumulative impacts of past, present, 
and future projects.” Klamath Siskiyou Wildlands Center v. BLM, 387, F.3d 989, 993 (9th 
Cir. 2004). To this end, we have recently noted two critical features of a cumulative 
effects analysis. First, it must not only describe related projects but also enumerate the 
environmental effects of those projects. See Lands Council v. Powell, 395 F.3d 1019, 
1028 (9th Cir. 2005) (holding a cumulative effects analysis violated NEPA because it 
failed to provide adequate data of the time, place, and scale” and did not explain in 
detail “how different project plans and harvest methods affects the environment”). 
Second, it must consider the interaction of multiple activities and cannot focus 
exclusively on the environmental impacts of an individual project. See Klamath Siskiyou 
Wildlands Center, 387 F 3d at 996 (finding a cumulative effects analysis inadequate 
when “it only considers the effects of the very project at issue” and does not “take into 
account the combined effects that can be expected as a result of undertaking” multiple 
projects). 
 
-Oregon Natural Resources Council et al. v. Brong. 9th Circuit. July 24, 2007.  

 
Given the repeated acknowledgements in the watershed analysis regarding the impacts of 
past BLM logging and road activities on the hydrological and terrestrial health of the 
project area, it is vital that the BLM analyze and disclose the cumulative impacts of past 
activities and its future plans. 
 
Please note that our field visits to the planning area indicate that in addition to the legacy of 
timber harvest and road construction there are severe cumulative impacts occurring from 
ORV route creation, trash dumping and the BLM’s failure to close/maintain gates for 
seasonal road closures. Logging activities (that open up the forest to more ORV use), road 
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construction, yarding corridors, and landing construction will directly contribute to the 
severe impacts of dumping and ORV that are already occurring.  
 
 
Pacific Connector Pipeline 
 
The March 29, 2013 Trail Creek timber sale scoping notice makes no mention of the 
proposed Pacific Connector Pipeline. The proposed pipeline through BLM lands and 
waters is a foreseeable event and planning is well under way on this project. Please analyze 
and disclose the cumulative and synergistic impacts of this project in combination with 
BLM logging and road construction proposals. 
 
 
Northern Spotted Owls 
 

Generally, optimum spotted owl nesting habitat is composed of trees larger than 21 
inches in diameter with canopy closure greater than 60 percent. –Trail Creek WA, page 
3-49. 

 
The Trail Creek scoping notice contains no information regarding spotted owl management 
or objectives. We assume that proposed regeneration harvest will necessitate habitat 
downgrading or removal. A significant cumulative impact of regeneration harvest is the 
increase in fire hazard that puts nearby late-successional owl habitat at increased risk.  
 
Please note that the Watershed Analysis indicates that habitat fragmentation and loss is a 
significant barrier to owl recovery in this watershed. 
 
 
Fragile Soils, TPCC Stands, Unstable Lands and Landslides 
 

As was noted in previous sections, soil productivity in this watershed is relatively low for 
timber production. TPCC further depict extensive timber productivity limitations due to 
fragile soil and/or moisture limitations. Reforestation problems indicate where factors 
such as frost pockets, exposure, and/or brush competition limit the ability of the site to 
achieve minimum stocking levels. –Trail Creek WA, page 3-40. 
 

The project area contains numerous areas with fragile soils, previously damaged and 
compacted soils, TPCC limited stands, reprod failure, unstable lands and lands prone to 
landsliding and mass wasting. The impacts of project actions on these soils must be 
disclosed and may necessitate completion of and EIS rather than an EA for this project. 
 
Please note that page 155 of the Medford District RMP directs the agency to “avoid” 
ground-based activities on fragile soils. It is essential that this project implement the 
requirements of the RMP to avoid ground-based yarding on TPCC fragile soils. Please 
explicitly disclose and analyze actions that the BLM is proposing on TPCC soils in the 
project area. 
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Northern Goshawks  
 
RMP requires review of all ‘special status’ and ‘sensitive’ species 
 
Northern goshawk is a "special status” species in the RMP (p. 140).  The RMP directs the 
BLM to review “all proposed actions” to determine if special status species occupy or use 
the affected area or if habitat for such species could be affected, and to conduct field 
surveys according to current protocol (pp. 51-52).  The RMP also states: "Identify impacts 
of proposed actions, if any, to Bureau-sensitive and assessment species and clearly describe 
impacts in environmental analyses" (p. 52).   
 
Northern goshawk is a ‘bureau sensitive’ species. 
 
Goshawk is a ‘bureau sensitive’ species.  The primary reason for its special status is 
widespread habitat degradation/removal by logging.  
 
We realize the goshawk protocol says that surveys are discretionary.  However, the BLM is 
still required to “identify” and “describe” logging effects on goshawk habitat, including 
cumulative effects.  This is particularly important when, as is the case here, a single agency 
action may directly alter the range of the species. Please address this concern in an EIS.  
 
 
The Proposed Action Should Include Recovery Actions for Coho Salmon 
 

Trail Creek and its tributaries provide spawning and rearing habitat for both 
anadromous and resident salmonids. Trail Creek WA page 1-9. 

 
Coho salmon are present in the affected watersheds of this project.  Recovery of Coho 
contributes to BLM forest restoration goals and objectives. New information from the 
SONNC coho recovery plan (NMFS 2012) indicates that coho salmon are at a higher risk 
of extinction than previously assumed in the Medford District RMP and Watershed 
Analyses. The National Marine Fisheries Service (2012: 2-15) state that “ the SONCC coho 
salmon ESU is at high risk of extinction and is not viable” and no coho populations were 
found to be at low risk of extinction (2012 2-18).   
 
Please see: 
 
NMFS (National Marine Fisheries Service) 2012. Public Draft recovery Plan for Southern 
Oregon/Northern California Coast Coho Salmon (Oncohynchus kisutch). National Marine 
Fisheries Service, Arcata, CA. 
http://swr.nmfs.noaa.gov/recovery/soncc_draft/SONCC_Coho_DRAFT_Recovery_Plan_Ja
nuary_2012.htm 
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Passive management will not recover coho salmon. Temporary mitigations to reduce 
sediment from log haul, although necessary, are not sufficient to recover coho salmon. 
Recovery of threatened coho salmon by statute is a high priority for BLM. The proposed 
action must be informed of possible recovery actions through watershed analyses and the 
coho recovery plan. We recommend the proposed action consider the following to recover 
coho salmon: 
 

1) Permanently disconnect the most egregious sediment producing roads from the 
stream network through hydrologic obliteration, outsloping, or construction of 
drainage features (e.g. rolling dips) or structures (cross drain relief culverts) that 
direct sediment onto vegetated slideslopes and away from ditches or culverts 
connected to stream network. 

2) Identify fish migration barriers for both juvenile and adult coho salmon. Collaborate 
with ODFW, watershed council, and private land-owners to provide passage to 
historic coho salmon distribution within the planning area. 

3) Investigate illegal water diversions from BLM lands and take corrective actions. 

 
The EA Must Evaluate Cumulative Sediment Impacts to Coho Salmon Both Within 
and Downstream of the Planning Area 
 
Information from a sediment study in the Applegate watershed confirm other previous 
studies that have found that sedimentation from logging and road building during the past 
60 years is greatly elevated (up to 4 times greater) from any previous natural rates of 
sedimentation (i.e. sediment is 2-4 times outside the range on natural variability).  
Colombaroli and Gavin (2010) state that “[a]fter logging in the1950s, sediment load was 
increased fourfold compared with that from the most severe pre-settlement fire” and 
conclude that “sediment loads resulting from logging and road building have no precedent 
in earlier fire events [from 2,000 years before present]. 
 
This is important because elevated sediment from logging and road building has 
contributed greatly to the declines of coho salmon causing them to be federally listed. The 
forthcoming EA cannot evade sediment disclosure by merely claiming “no change” to 
existing sediment loads. The EA must disclose the serious nature of sediment loads from 
logging roads and consider appropriate recovery actions.   
 
 
The Proposed Action Should Consider Active Management to Increase or Maintain 
Decadence Within Treated Stands  
 

Follow RMP guidelines for tree retention and down woody material development 
respectively. These measures would be implemented in conjunction with timber harvest 
activities on BLM-administered lands throughout the watershed. In implementation, 
consideration should be given to deferring creation of downed woody material to 
standing tree retention. Whereas it is recognized that both snags and coarse woody 
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1 Franklin, J.F., R. J. Mitchell, B.J. Palik. 20
Ecological Forestry. USDA Forest Service /

                                                        
  07. Natural Disturbance and Stand Development Principles for 

Northern Research Station. GTR NRS-19  
 

material are deficient throughout the watershed, it is recognized that large trees are a 
limited resource within the watershed… -Trail Creek Watershed Analysis page 4-22. 

 
Passive management of merely retaining existing snags (that are not OSHA hazards, 
roadside hazards, or located in yarding corridors or log landings) may not be adequate in all 
units because marking appears to be targeting those trees most likely to die in the future, 
thus depriving wildlife a steady and sustainable supply of snags and down wood habitat.  
 
We recommend that: 
 

• 

 
• 

 
• 

 
 

Marking guidelines be adjusted to include retaining (on average) at least one large 
(>20 dbh) tree per acre that is likely to die or has decadent deformities.   

The RMP requires additional trees per acre be retained when few snags are in the 
mature stand.  

Stands be evaluated after all treatments (including underburning) are completed to 
determine if they have adequate large snags. Active management would then create 
clumps of snags to meet desired snag densities. Franklin et al. (2007:32) discuss 
decadence creation with deliberate killing or injuring to induce decline.1  

The EA Must Quantitatively Disclose Future Snag Reductions and How this Will 
Impact Wildlife, Especially Woodpeckers and Cavity Nesters 
 
Large numbers of mature trees will be removed from proposed logging units. All of these 
trees would have died and created snags and down wood for wildlife. What is the reduction 
in large snag/down wood supply over time (beginning with this logging project)? Since 
many of these trees are 100 years old, the reduced snag supply may persist for at least 
several hundred years. 
 
 
How Many Trees of What Diameter Classes Will Be Removed? 
 
Particularly after the old-growth logging debacle at Pilot Joe, it is essential that that public 
and the Decision Maker know via NEPA the number and size of trees to be logged. This is 
particularly relevant for trees >30”dbh. Please estimate the number mature trees (20-30” 
dbh) and the number of “old growth” trees >30” dbh that would be logged from each unit. 
The most informative way of disclosing this data would be to report the pre-logging 
number of trees in these size classes and the post-logging number and size of trees in these 
size classes. We have previously reviewed modeled results of these data for other Medford 
District timber sales (East West Junction), thus the data is available for NEPA purposes and 
the BLM is required to disclose for comment and analysis prior to issuing the decision to 
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implement the project. The proposed action must demonstrate that this standard is being 
met for each unit logged. 
 

Neotropical Migratory Birds 
 
The regional decline of migratory birds is a significant issue for this project. Numerous 
studies have reported local and regional trends in breeding and migratory bird populations 
throughout North America (e.g., DeGraaf and Rappole 1995, Sauer et al. 2004). These 
studies suggest geographically widespread population declines that have provoked 
conservation concern for birds, particularly neotropical migrants (Askins 1993, Terborgh 
1989.) The 2005 report from the Klamath Bird Observatory entitled Local and Regional 
Trends in Breeding and Migratory Bird Populations in the Klamath and Rogue River 
Valleys: Monitoring Results for 1993-2003 may be viewed at: 
http://www.klamathbird.org/Publications/pubs.htm. This paper indicates that several 
species on songbirds are suffering declining population trends at the regional level. 
 
The forthcoming NEPA document for this project should analyze and disclose the potential 
impacts of conifer thinning operations and brush removal on neotropical bird population 
trends.  
 
The cumulative effects analysis on migratory birds should not rely exclusively on 
Wilderness, Riparian Reserves and LSRs to provide for species viability into the future, 
because many Forest Service and BLM Districts are actively logging those land use 
allocations, regardless of the effects on migratory birds, despite their reserve status. We 
refer you to the Biscuit fire salvage timber sale as one (very large) example.  
 
Simply concluding that the scale of the project is small, relative to the size of the nation, 
hence migratory bird populations will not be affected, will not suffice. As you know, the 
Spotted Owl was driven into threatened status by lots of “little clearcuts” that individually 
were insignificant, but cumulatively resulted in extensive habitat loss.  
 
As per DOI BLM instruction memo 2008-50 the BLM must “include migratory bird 
species of concern in the affect environment [analysis] when any of these species may be 
affected by the proposed actions…” Further, the agency must “emphasize avoidance or 
minimizing negative impacts and restoring and enhancing habitat quality…”  
 
Please develop and implement seasonal operational restrictions to avoid project impacts 
while land birds are nesting in the project area. 
 

Coarse Woody Material 
 
Coarse woody material densities should support the natural range of biota for the site. 
Snags and down logs build soil and provide habitat for a variety of organisms critical to 
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ecosystem recovery after natural disturbance.  The adaptive management direction of the 
NFP encourages site-specific research and planning for CWM retention.   
 
“Down logs will reflect the species mix of the original stand.  Models will be developed for 
groups of plant associations and stand types that can be used as a baseline for developing 
prescriptions...  In areas of partial harvest, [retention of CWM] can be modified to reflect 
the timing of stand development cycles...”  (RMP p. 47). 
 
Please note that page 155 of the Medford District RMP directs the agency to “avoid” 
ground-based activities on fragile soils. It is essential that this project implement the 
requirements of the RMP to avoid ground-based yarding on TPCC fragile soils. Please 
explicitly disclose and analyze actions that the BLM is proposing on TPCC soils in the 
project area. 
 
 
Road Densities Should Be Reduced  
 
We are extremely concerned about construction of additional logging roads in the planning 
area.  Please note that while the new road construction may described as either “temporary” 
or “permanent” but that all road construction results in long-term impacts to soil health and 
productivity. Further, once trees are removed from the roadway, they cannot be put back. 
Please note that the joint BLM and USFS Biscuit Fire Recovery Project DEIS found that 
“Creation of temporary logging roads is an irreversible commitment of the soil resource, as 
such areas rarely regain their former productivity.” 
 
It is extremely unfortunate that the BLM is has not adopted the clear recommendations of 
the Trail Creek WA, and NMFS to reduce the un-sustainable road density in this watershed 
and is instead proposing to construct an additional logging roads in this severely degraded 
watershed. Unfortunately, as user-created ORV routes (and trash dumping) have 
proliferated in the planning area, the situation is worse now than when the BLM conducted 
its initial watershed analysis process. Hence the need to reduce road density is even more 
pronounced. Please take this opportunity to achieve the hydrological and terrestrial 
management goals identified in the watershed analysis via reduction of road density. 
 
Attached to these scoping comments you will find a peer-reviewed article by Trombulack 
and Frissell (2000) detailing some of the negative impacts of road construction and use on 
Terrestrial and Aquatic ecosystems. The BLM must address and avoid the harmful impacts 
detailed in this study. The abstract for the article reads as follows: 
 

Roads are a widespread and increasing feature of most landscapes. We reviewed the 
scientific literature on the ecological effects of roads and found support for the general 
conclusion that they are associated with negative effects on biotic integrity in both 
terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems. Roads of all kinds have seven general effects: 
mortality from road construction, mortality from collision with vehicles, modification of 
animal behavior, alteration of the physical environment, alternative of the chemical 
environment, spread of exotics, and increased use of areas by humans. Road construction 
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kills sessile and slow-moving organisms, injures organisms adjacent to a road, and alters 
physical conditions beneath a road. Vehicle collisions affect the demography of many 
species, both vertebrates and invertebrates; mitigation measures to reduce roadkill have 
been only partly successful. Roads alter animal behavior by causing changes in home 
ranges, movement, reproductive success, escape response, and physiological state. Roads 
change soil density, temperature, soil water content, light levels, dust, surface waters, 
patterns of runoff, and sedimentation, as well as adding heavy metals (especially lead), 
salts, organic molecules, ozone, and nutrients to roadside environments. Roads promote 
the dispersal of exotic species by altering habitats, stressing native species, and 
providing movement corridors. Roads also promote increased hunting, fishing, passive 
harassment of animals, and landscape modifications. Not all species and ecosystems are 
equally affected by roads, but overall the presence of roads is highly correlated with 
changes in species composition, population sizes, and hydrologic and geomorphic 
processes that shape aquatic and riparian systems. More experimental research is 
needed to complement post-hoc correlative studies. Our review underscores the 
importance to conservation of avoiding construction of new roads in roadless or sparsely 
roaded areas and of removal or restoration of existing roads to benefit both terrestrial 
and aquatic biota. 
 
-Trombulack, S.C. and C.A. Frissell.  2000.  Review of ecological effects of roads on 
terrestrial and aquatic communities.  Conservation Biology 14(1): 18-30. 

 
“Various studies (e.g., Ortega and Capen 1999; Marsh and Beckman 2004) show that 
the negative impacts of roads to wildlife habitat are not limited to the road prism –there 
is a zone of influence that extends into the adjacent habitat. For example, Marsh and 
Blackman (2004) found that some terrestrial salamanders decreased in abundance up 
to 80 meters from the edge of a forest road due to soil dessication for the edge effects. 
Ortega and Capen (1999) found that ovenbird (a forest-interior species) nesting density 
was reduced within 150 meters of forest roads. This study suggests that even narrow 
forest roads fragment habitat and exert negative effects on the quality of habitat for 
forest-interior species.” 

-Deadman’s Palm EA III-110, Ashland Resource Area, Medford BLM. 
 
The Ortega and Capen (1999) and the Marsh and Beckman (2004) articles referenced by 
the Ashland Resource Area are attached to these comments for your convenience.  
 

Aquatic Conservation 
 

The effect of stream shade on stream temperatures was evaluated and indicated that 
almost all of the stream miles in the Trail Creek watershed have a high shade hazard, 
that is, the existing shade levels are less than that required to maintain stream 
temperatures below the 64 degrees F Oregon standard. –Trail Creek WA, page 3-63. 

 
Threatened and sensitive fish species exist in and downstream of the project area.  Aquatic 
conservation is therefore a significant issue for this action.  Direct, indirect, and cumulative 
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effects of proposed activities on hydrologic function, sediment regimes, stream 
temperatures, nutrient cycling, pH, and habitat connectivity should be evaluated in detail.  
Consider both positive and negative impacts.  Implement the ACS at the site scale and meet 
its objectives immediately after the project’s implementation, not in the “long-term” several 
years out. 
 
Riparian Reserves may buffer streams from water temperature effects of timber harvest but 
sediment and turbidity problems can still occur due to timber harvest and road building, 
even when these activities take place outside of the reserves. Sediment travels farther 
through Riparian Reserves degraded by roads and timber harvest than through undisturbed 
reserves because roads and ditches form pathways for sediment to travel down slope that 
do not exist in roadless reserves. Even in the absence of management activities within a 
watershed heavy use of existing valley bottom roads by log trucks can substantially 
increase sediment production. 
 
As acknowledged in the WA, riparian reserves in the project area are degraded now.  
Without site-specific information about conditions in riparian reserves, the BLM can’t rely 
on them to mitigate sediment delivery.  Given the available scientific literature, it’s the 
agency’s burden to show that the reserves and other project design features would prevent 
added sediment delivery.   
 
The forthcoming NEPA document must analyze and disclose the impacts of road 
construction, landing construction, timber haul and soil compaction on peak flows, flow 
timing, and sediment loading.  
 
 
Reduce Illegal Watershed Impacts 
 
The impacts of continuing illegal dumping and firewood cutting may be increased by 
additional BLM road construction, landing construction and yarding corridors resulting in 
connected and significant environmental effects.  Please consider increasing the law 
enforcement presence and closing existing dead-end natural surface roads in the planning 
area. 
 
 
Riparian Reserve Logging 
 
We are highly skeptical of proposed riparian reserve logging given: (1) the extensive ORV 
damage that could be exacerbated by opening up riparian reserve stands; (2) the proposal to 
construct new skid trails in riparian reserves; (3) the large amount of small-diameter 
thinning available outside of riparian reserves; and (4) the significant aquatic degradation 
that has already occurred due to past logging and road building activities.  
 
Information contained in a National Marine Fisheries Service memorandum dated July 23, 2010 
indicates that the proposed riparian reserve thinning would not achieve aquatic conservation 
objectives. All stream channels must receive a minimum 150 ft no cut buffer. 
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We hereby provide a copy of the National Marine Fisheries Service 84 page memo (NMFS 2010) to 
support our contention that commercial thinning the riparian reserve is not appropriate and is likely 
harmful for achieving aquatic conservation objectives. NMFS 2010 p. 8 states that “In examining 
forest thinning proposals designed to accelerate the development of late-successional forest 
conditions and restore instream fish habitat, NMFS is finding that, in many cases, they are likely to 
do neither. NMFS 2010: 31 states “our results suggest that the thinning regimes proposed by the 
Siuslaw National Forest will delay the development of key structural elements of forest and stream 
habitat by more than a century. The delay in stream habitat recovery can be minimized by creating a 
no cut buffer of 150 feet or more in width between streams and any forest thinning operations.” The 
NMFS 2010: 4 states that “[t]he tradeoff of getting a few more large standing live trees sooner at the 
expense of a continuous supply of both large and small trees over the long term period always needs 
to be considered.”  
 
With regard to “large wood” (EA p. 50), NMFS 2010:9 states that “[a]lthough NMFS included this 
[24 inch diameter] value in NMFS (1996), and did not advocate changing the value during 
negotiations on the AP document, we recognize now that (1) it does not provide a target that is based 
on reference conditions for Westside forests, (2) this target is not sensitive to site-specific conditions 
(e.g., stream size and power), and (3) use of this target exclusively results in analyses that do not 
adequately address other sizes of wood that provide important ecological functions in streams”  Thus 
the size standards used  for the desired condition are not appropriate because all sizes wood entering  
small streams would improve channel function. NMFS 2010 p.6 states: “[a]ll wood and other organic 
material, whether large or small, is important to the proper functioning of streams; none of it is 
unimportant.” NMFS further states that “[o]f particular note is that large wood that cannot singly 
form pools will form pools in combination with other pieces of wood and other obstructions by 
forming “wood jams.”   The NMFS 2010:4 state: “[w]hile thinning increases tree diameters, it does 
not increase tree heights; thus, it will not increase the length of tree boles entering streams.”   
 
Please
 
 
baseline conditions and in analyzing the effects of its proposed actions, not just pieces of
wood that are greater than 24 inches in diameter and greater than 50 ft in length.
 

·

 acknowledge the following recommendations made in NMFS 2010:10 

 The USFS and BLM should include all sizes of wood in describing environmental 
 

 The USFS and BLM should adjust their tree diameter targets based on stream size. Database curves 
are available for both functional-sized and key pieces of wood (e.g., Fox and Bolton 2007). 

·

·

 

 

 The USFS and BLM should leave more thinned trees on the ground in riparian areas, 
particularly close to streams, on floodplains, and on steep sideslopes where some trees 
are likely to slide down into streams, than are required to meet wildlife needs. 
 
· In order to better portray environmental baseline conditions and to understand the likely effects of 
thinning proposals, the USFS and BLM should develop stand data separately for riparian and upland 
forests. 
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Conclusion 
 
The Trail Creek watershed has been subject to extensive logging and road construction 
activities over the past decades. Please join with stakeholders and take this opportunity to 
promote forest health and sustainable wood fiber production by implementing a project that 
reduces the impacts of the transportation system and retains the large tree component in 
this planning area while implementing small-diameter thinning activities. 
 
Please send our organizations hard copies of forthcoming NEPA documents for this 
project. 
 
Best regards, 
 
 
/s/ George Sexton  
Conservation Director  
Klamath Siskiyou Wildlands Center  
P.O. Box 102    
Ashland, OR  97520  
(541) 488-5789  
  
Francis Eatherington 
Campaign Director  
Cascadia Wildlands  
P.O. Box 10455  
Eugene, OR  97440  
  
Doug Heiken   
Oregon Wild  
Western Field Representative  
PO Box 11648  
Eugene, OR 97440  




