
BLM TM/JP OHV WORK GROUP 
EMERGING RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 6/2/12 MAP EXERCISE – FACILITATOR’S 5-25-12 DRAFT  

 

1) Please read the entire document before you form a final judgment. 
2) The proposed suggestions should be read and balanced, as a whole. 
3) Each recommendation does not need to encompass every consideration.  
4) Several topics were consolidated and/or are covered in other places 
5) General recommendations are sufficient for this mapping exercise.   

 

Significant 
Issues 

Initially Proposed Recommendations 

Initial Polling 
Results 

Facilitator’s Suggestions Designed 
to Increase Consensus Potential 

BLM 1 2 3 

A) Quality OHV 
Experience 

 

1) OHV should be in an area with limited access. 

BLM can’t limit the current access points, which 
are roads, because such closures would affect 
not only OHV but also everyone else wanting 
access for hiking, bird watching, shooting, sight-
seeing, etc.  

 

5  3 

1) When establishing miles and density, 
consider sustainability, placement, 
connectivity, diversity of terrain/trail 
difficulty, and reduction of impacts. 

2) When placing, designing and establishing 
OHV access points, consider impacts, 
needs of other users, and public nature of 
roads. 

2) Design higher densities of trails in areas away 
from neighborhoods and critical environmental 
areas. 

OK 5 1 3 
3) Consider community and environmental 

impacts when establishing location of 
higher density trail areas. 

3) In order to achieve the most miles of contiguous 
(not intermingled) OHV trail, the OHV area could 
be located adjacent to MRA land 

While we can create a higher density of trails 
near MRA land, there are limits as to the amount 
and miles of trails adjacent to MRA. The entire 
OHV area cannot be located adjacent to MRA.   

 1 3 3 

4) Consolidate OHV areas around MRA land 
balancing diversity of riding experience with 
impacts. 

4) Provide a range of difficulty levels, from novice to 
advanced, to meet the needs of a wider range of 
users. 

OK 5 1 2 
5) Consider environmental impacts when 

designing range of difficulty levels. 

5) Require OHV standards and rules including but 
not limited to reduced noise mufflers.   

Can do to the extent that State law allows 
localized standards. 

 5 2 1 

6) When considering new regulations, 
consider best emerging technology to 
reduce impacts (e.g. noise reduction.) 

6) Set thresholds for visitor use to keep use to safe 
and satisfying experience; survey visitors for 
feedback for recreation experience to better 
define thresholds. If thresholds exceeded, 

OK 4 2 2 

8) Monitor use. Survey visitors and residents 
for feedback.  Consider responsive 
improvements. 
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BLM 1 2 3 

institute permits for riding area.  

7) Total miles should not be a factor. Trail density 
has never been an issue in this area. 
Sustainability, placement, connectivity, diversity 
of terrain and trail difficulty, and impact reduction 
need to be key in development.  

Comments from users (including MRA) suggests 
that miles do play a part of the experience. 

OK 4 2 2 

Covered by 1 and 2 above. 

8) Fence outlying borders that abut private or 
industrial lands. 

Certainly possible where highly appropriate, but 
not as a general rule. Please identify key areas 
for fencing.  

 4 1 3 

7) Consider fencing or other appropriate 
barriers that do not inhibit wildlife to protect 
sensitive areas and address high problem 
areas.  

 

8) There should only be 1 or 2 staging areas to 
allow for better enforcement. Likewise, the OHV 
area needs to be shrunk to a manageable size 
for enforcement to be feasible.  

How do we measure “manageable size”?  
Negotiate to consensus within the WG.  

 5  3 

Covered by 1 and 2 above. 

9) Single point ingress and egress through existing 
MRA property. 

Simply not practical.  The majority of users are 
not MRA members.  Because of the numerous 
roads open to the public (including county roads), 
BLM cannot restrict users to one location.   

 3 1 4 

Covered by 1 and 2 above. 

B) Quality Non-
Motorized 
Recreation 
Experience 

 

1) Area closures of existing roads and trails to 
motorized use to limit conflicting non-motorized 
activities.  

Some areas could be designated for either 
motorized or non-motorized for safety or other 
reasons.  Negotiate to consensus within the WG.  

 

 
5 1 2 

1) When closing/opening trails, consider 
equitable and balanced non-motorized 
safety and access issues.   

2) Shared uses are not preferred. 

 

2) Designate a specific time frame (during 
heightened fire hazard like July-September) for 
non-motorized use only. 

OK 3 2 3 

3) Follow Forest Service and BLM closure 
guidelines 
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BLM 1 2 3 

3) Foster non-motorized trail development in areas 
with limited motorized use and/or environmentally 
sensitive areas. 

But, non-motorized trails have impacts, too. Site 
dependent. 

OK 5 1 2 

Covered by 1, above. 

4) Non-motorized use along the 5 ½ miles of trail 
along the proposed 6000 acre Wellington Wild 
Lands is of key importance to the non-motorized 
community.  

Negotiate to consensus within the WG.  

 4 3 1 

4) Consider non-motorized use along the 5 ½ 
miles of trail along the proposed 6000-acre 
Wellington Wild Lands. 

5) The Wellington Wild Lands area should receive a 
significant buffer from OHV use.  

It is national BLM policy (and Forest Service, too) 
to not buffer wilderness.  BLM would not 
entertain buffering wild lands, either, which are a 
lesser designation than “wilderness”.  Note that 
Wellington has not been designated as a 
“wildland”.  

 4 2 3 

5) Provide available protections consistent 
with designations. 

 

 
a) Promote safe travel across the JPTM area on 

shared-use trails in order to access trails in 
the Jacksonville Woodlands and the 
Applegate Ridge Trail.  

OK 4 3 1 

a) When closing/opening OHV trails, 
consider access to the Jacksonville 
Woodlands and the Applegate Ridge 
trails. 

b) Shared-use trails need to be marked at 
regular intervals and at every junction to 
make them safe for non-motorized users. 
Realistically, 1 or 2 shared use trails will be 
sufficient. 

Agree with the first sentence.  Negotiate to 
consensus within the WG for the number of 
shared trails. 

 
3 

 

3 

 

2 

 

b) Shared-use trails need to be marked at 
regular intervals and at every junction to 
make them safe for all users. 

c) Non-motorized recreation should be 
accommodated around areas of special 
interest, such as archeological sites and on 
the aforementioned multi-use connector trails.  

Depending on the site issue, zero trails may 

OK  
4 

 

2 

 

2 

 

c) Balance access and protection of 
resources 
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to Increase Consensus Potential 

BLM 1 2 3 

be appropriate. 

6) Plans for: the focus of this process is OHV.  To 
the extent that we will incorporate other 
recreational uses is dependent on the results of 
the WG consensus process.  Establishing the 
OHV trail system is the baseline goal for this 
process.  

a) Quality Equestrian recreation experience: 

a. Trails should include a minimum of 
150 miles for endurance riders, 50 
miles for trail riders and both would 
benefit from loop trail systems.   

 4 1 4 

Covered by 1, above. 

This applies to all of 6, below. 

b. Trailheads large enough to 
accommodate horse trailers with 
sufficient turnaround areas.   

 4 1 3 
 

c. Sufficient notification to riders when 
open for hunting season.   

 3 2 3 
 

d. Mixed terrain of flat and hilly, with 
avoidance of heavily rocky areas.  

 4 1 2 
 

e. Ideally it would include various loops 
of different lengths and terrains 
stemming from trailhead.   

 4 1 3 
 

b) Quality Hiking recreation experience  

a. Trails that would provide for a mix of 
terrain including some shaded areas 
intermittently.   

 4 2 1 

 

b. Trailheads that have restroom 
facilities, water (if possible) 

 3 2 1 
 

c. Adequate parking.  3 2 1  

c) Quality Hunting recreation experience  

a. Posted signage during hunting season 
to avoid potential conflicts and or 
accidents from occurring.   

 3 2 1 

 

 d) Quality Mountain Biking recreation  4 2   
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experience should include: 

a. Requires trails of varying terrain, 
scenic areas, parking with restrooms 
and water where possible.   

b. Establish trail sharing rules   4 2   

e) Quality Wildlife & Bird Watching recreation 
experience  

 3 1 1 
 

7) The ATV Safety Course should have a heavy 
emphasis on trail safety and shared-use 
etiquette.  

Probably should, but the State controls ATV 
safety courses, not BLM. 

 
1 

 

4 

 
 

6) Encourage the State to emphasize safety, 
environmental stewardship, and shared use 
etiquette in the ATV Safety course. 

8) Non-motorized use in the Timber Mtn. area may 
be best served by limiting access to months 
when OHV traffic is at lowest levels.  

OK 1 
1 

 

5 

 

7) Consider temporal separation when 
balancing uses. 

C) Soil 
Resources 

 

1) Vegetation management, resource protection 
and timber management vis-à-vis the specific 
impacts of OHV: ATV damage must be confined 
and repaired on a regular basis. Divide up the 
presently extensive OHV Planning Area into 
quarters and start a restoration process in one 
quarter at a time. When all four quarters 
are restored, a stakeholder planning process 
could begin where a smaller area, properly sized 
and located for long-term OHV use could be 
considered. All designated roads and trails 
should be engineered to BLM’s specifications 
and standards and built by qualified people. 

Don’t know what to restore vs. maintain until 
there is a Plan in place, which TMJP EIS will do. 
BLM is OK, subject to WG consensus, with a 
staggered implementation of the TMJP OHV trail 
system, whether it is quarters or some other 
division. 

 3 1 4 

1) The OHV EIS should evaluate resource 
protection and timber management issues 
and include a sustainable plan to build, 
restore and maintain all designated roads 
and trails. 

2) Completely fenced off an entire OHV area 
(whatever the cost or size) using a gate at every 

 1 1 5 
Covered by A. 7), above. 
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to Increase Consensus Potential 

BLM 1 2 3 

entry station for an ID card, extract a fee to take 
a ride, and open the gate.  

Neither practical nor financially feasible.  

3)  The BLM needs to evaluate and establish a 
threshold for environmental impacts in the 
planning area which, if exceeded, everyone 
would know if any part of the Plan is worth 
reviving or whether the entire Plan should be 
scrapped. 

    

2) The OHV EIS should evaluate and 
establish environmental impact 
thresholds. 

4) The BLM must undertake immediate action to 
correct the existing impacts and put measures in 
place to prevent recurrence of resource 
degradation.  Make an up-to-date evaluation of 
the impacts and come to the conclusion that the 
DEIS OHV Plan goals are not achievable given 
the total amount of restoration, money and 
maintenance needed. 

    

3) The OHV EIS should evaluate soil 
impacts and implement a sustainable 
plan to protect soil resources by 
avoiding, minimizing and mitigating. 
Consider the following issues when 
making trail placement, opening, and 
closure decisions: 

5) NFMA calls for the protection of slopes and soils. 
Fragile and shallow soils cannot withstand 
motorized use. 

    
a) Fragile and shallow soils 

6) OHV use on steep slopes results in soil erosion. 
The erosion is worse on longer sections of steep 
trail. 

    
b) Steep slopes 

7) Soil movement, soil structure, and nutrient loss: 
soils must be protected. 

    
 

8) Avoid trails in decomposed granite soils and 
other highly erosive soil types. 

    
c) Decomposed granite and highly erosive 

soils 

D) Water 
Resources  

EIS requirements address water quality issues. 
Same for Riparian Reserves. Need facts on water 
quality issues for area. 

    

1) The OHV EIS should evaluate water 
resource impacts and implement a 
sustainable plan to protect water resources 
by avoiding, minimizing and mitigating. 
Consider following issues when making trail 
placement, opening, and closure decisions: 

1) DEQ does not consider OHV a threat to 
petrochemical pollution to surface and/or ground 
water supply 

    
a) Petrochemical pollution 
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BLM 1 2 3 

2) EIS already has to comply with Clean Water Act.      

3) Develop criteria for culverts, fords, and bridges     b) Appropriate culverts, fords and bridges 

4) Remove trails from riparian reserves.      

5) Restore and close trails that are hydrologically 
connected to a riparian reserve.  

    
c) Trails hydro connected to a riparian 

reserve 

6) Avoid stream crossings.      d) Stream crossings 

7) Limit riding to dry portions of the year – when soil 
moisture measurements indicate that rutting will 
not occur.  

    
Covered in B. 3), above 

8) Avoid any trails in watersheds that are 303(d) 
listed under the CWA and those with threatened 
Coho Salmon.  

    
e) 303(d) watersheds and threatened 

Coho salmon 

9) Avoid trails in municipal or resident drinking 
watersheds.  

    
f) Watersheds that provide drinking water 

10) All stream crossings should utilize cmp’s     g) CMPs 

11) Seasonal draws should utilize crossings when 
water present 

    
h) Seasonal draws 

12) Miles in Riparian Management areas should not 
be regulated ( see 4 below) 

    
 

13) Proper setback distances for trails in accordance 
with stream classification. 

    
i) Trail setbacks and drainage structures 

14) Miles of decommissioned trails dependent on 
alternative selected. 

    
 

15) Decommission trails on a need basis, not all 
require work 

    
 

16) Proper setbacks and crossings and drainage 
structures limit water problems 

    
 

17) Extensive road and trail closures throughout the 
OHV Planning Area are a reasonable way to 
bring some balance to the landscape by 
preventing OHVs from activities that retard or 
prevent attainment of the Northwest Forest Plan, 
Aquatic Conservation Strategy.  
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BLM 1 2 3 

18)   All future action alternatives in the DEIS should 
plan to eliminate OHV access over the 
Jacksonville Reservoir Road within the Forest 
Park.  In addition, the 40- acre MRA parking 
parcel adjacent to the Forest Park should be part 
of a negotiated land exchange between the two 
parties. 

    

 

19) Need more time on this topic, it was not included 
as Homework at last mtg. 

    
 

20) Motorized vehicles damage and pollute waters.      

21) Direct sedimentation into streams must be 
addressed. 

    
j) Sedimentation into streams 

22) After listening to BLM’s enforcement ranger at 
our last meeting, it was obvious to me that on the 
ground enforcement to protect any OHV area 
from environmental degradation will not work. 
Therefore, I propose we use a digital-age 
invention to track OHV impacts. OHV users will 
not be able to hide from a drone flying overhead. 
We can then have a data trail of an OHV trail.  

    

Added to enforcement section 

23) Defer these watersheds from management 
activities for approximately 5 years (BLM’s PRMP 
1994-Appendicies 35). 

    
 

E. 1. Threatened 
and 
Endangered 

 

 

1) EIS address spotted owl habitat and nesting 
sites. Again, water quality is also covered. 
Stream protection is always a consideration. 
Where needed, Trails crossing streams could 
include bridges. 

    

1) The OHV EIS should evaluate threatened 
and endangered species impacts and 
implement a sustainable plan to protect 
those species by avoiding, minimizing and 
mitigating. Consider following issues when 
making trail placement, opening, and 
closure decisions: 

2) EIS also covers endangered plant species and 
rare plants.     

a) Endangered and rare plant species, 
including plants used for medicinal, food 
and cultural purposes 

3) Native uses that preclude and/predate OHV 
use? Do you mean like mining and logging? 
What the Indians used the area for before we 

    
b) Historic resources 
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BLM 1 2 3 

got here? 

4) Eliminate/ re-route trails away from sensitive 
areas 

    
 

5) Control hydrology/sedimentation away from 
streams 

    
Cover in D, above 

6) Habitat does not mean owls are present      

7) ID Spotted owl nest sites w/in plan area (if any)     c) Spotted Owls 

8) Native plants, even those that are not threatened 
or endangered, are important for numerous 
reasons, including medicinal and food uses, 
cultural uses, and the fact that species work 
together as an interconnected whole to compose 
an ecosystem. Frank Kanawha Lake presents a 
Native American perspective. According to Lake, 
we need to look at both the overstory and the 
understory.  The understory holds some of the 
most important resources for humans including 
medicinal and edible plants and significant 
cultural plants like tarweed, beargrass, milkweed, 
and yerba santa.  The preservation of understory 
species is just as important as the preservation 
on an intact and healthy overstory. Damage to 
understory plants causes a ripple effect through 
the entire plant and wildlife community thereby 
negatively impacting threatened and endangered 
species. T & E species and rare medicinal plants 
rely on an intact and healthy ecosystem. 
Resources must be protected. 

    

Covered in E.1.a), above.  

9) Native Americans used this area long before 
motorized users began their “historic” use. Ridge 
tops, in particular, have always been a mainstay 
of travel and peaceful meditation for Native 
peoples. 

    

 

10) Vehicular traffic spreads plant disease and 
noxious weeds. 
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11) Protection for T & E species is inadequate due 
to the cumulative impacts of OHV noise, habitat 
reduction and degradation from logging, roads, 
and OHV trails. 

    

Covered in noise 

12) Large predatory animals require contiguous 
habitat. 

    
d) Predatory animals 

13) Possible seasonal restrictions on some trails 
near active nest sites? 

    
Covered in B. 3), above. 

14) CMP’s of sufficient size (50-year event) on year 
round streams 

    
Covered in water resources 

15) Proper set back distances of trails along streams     Covered in water resources 

16) Periodic trail maintenance on sensitive trails      

17) EIS will ID rare/endangered plants/botanical 
areas, & avoid trail placement 

    
 

18) Need more time on this topic as it was not 
included as Homework at our last meeting 

    
 

19) Avoid noise disturbance to owl nest sites.   1   Covered in noise 

20) Survey for and avoid FRGE, CYFA, CYMO, 
CYCA, and other rare plant sites. Keep trails at 
least ¼ miles from known plant, bryophyte or 
fungi sites to prevent illegal use from threatening 
those sites.  

    

e) FRGE, CYFA, CYMO, CYCA 

21) Prevent the loss of wildlife habitat for large 
predators (lessen the combined road and trail 
density to desired levels for wildlife habitat 
(bears cougars, fisher, etc.) 

    

 

22) Survey for and prevent the loss of Franklin’s 
bumblebee habitat. 

    
f) Franklin’s bumblebee habitat 

E. 2. Pollution 1)  OHVs create dust, noise, and both air and 
chemical pollution.  Impacts of all of these types 
of pollution on land, water, wildlife and impacted 
residents/landowners should be evaluated. 

      BLM agrees these issues should be addressed in 
the EIS.   

  1  

Noise covered below 

 

1) The OHV EIS should evaluate dust, air 
quality and chemical impacts, and 
implement a sustainable plan to avoid, 
minimize and mitigate. Consider following 
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issues when making trail placement, 
opening, and closure decisions 

 

a) Dust 

2) Trails should be constructed to utilize forest 
canopy and topography where possible to 
minimize impacts 

    
b) Utilize forest canopy 

3) Dust abatement on BLM controlled roads thru 
residential areas? 

    
 

4) Need more time on this topic as it was not 
included as Homework at our last meeting 

 1   
 

5) Litter is a big problem.     c) Litter 

6) See water resources above (pollution from OHV’s 
is one reason why they should be eliminated from 
riparian reserves. 

    
 

E. 3.  

Air Quality 
impacts and 
existing 
conditions 

1) In accordance with the DEQ, air quality is not a 
problem. 

    
Topics moved to Pollution 

2) This is a DEQ issue/non-issue. Meaningful, 
scientific measurement is the defining issue. 

    
 

3) Air quality is a problem.      

E. 4. Wildlife 1) The Area proposed is the last mid-level wildlife 
migration corridor between the Applegate and 
Rogue Rivers.  Isolating impacts on wildlife 
should be documented and analyzed to address 
the problem of declining species.  E.g., Grouse 
will not nest near OHV trails, but quail will. 

      If this is a valid issue, then BLM will address in 
the EIS. 

   2 

1) The OHV EIS should evaluate wildlife 
impacts and implement a sustainable plan 
to protect those species by avoiding, 
minimizing and mitigating. Consider 
following issues when making trail 
placement, opening, and closure decisions:: 

2) Wildlife depend on a healthy, contiguous forest 
with an understory of plants on which to feed and 
shelter themselves. An area fragmented by 
numerous roads and motorized use trails 
negatively impacts wildlife habitat. 

    

a) Provide healthy, contiguous forest with 
good understory with appropriate 
densities 

3) See T&E section above. There should also be      
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considerations for ungulates (lessen the densities 
to desired levels for deer, mountain lion and 
other non-threatened but native wildlife. 

F. Noise 

 
1) A process should be defined up front regarding 

noise pollution that does not put the onus onto 
the residents. 

Would #3 below constitute “the process”? 
OK 4 2  

1) The OHV EIS should evaluate noise 
impacts and implement a sustainable 
plan to avoid, minimize and mitigate. 
Consider following issues when making 
trail placement, opening, and closure 
decisions: 

2) Eliminate features such as landings that are 
concentrated “play” areas which produce 
constant noise. 

OK 4 1  
a) Proximity to homes 

3) Eliminate, close, or relocate the most egregious 
noise producing roads and trails.   

Negotiate to consensus within WG. 

OK 2 2 1 
 

4) Limit sound to 93 DB (which is half of half as 
much noise as current 99 DB).  OK 2 2 1 

b) Limit sound to 93 db and use best 
current technology to reduce sound and 
measure it. 

5) OHV Riders agree to the decibel limit. OK 2 3   

6) Limit the amount of acreage open to OHV use 
especially within a min. 2-3 mile radius of 
residential communities.   

OHV area will be limited by where trails are 
designated.  See #3 above. 

 4  2 

 

7) Limit the number of riders allowed into an OHV 
area at one time. 

Could be implemented as long as there are 
identified and agreed-upon thresholds that would 
set a limit. 

 2 2 2 

 

8) There should be signage and enforcement 
regarding a lack of compliance with adequate 
muffling.  Lack of compliance could result in the 
loss of that rider’s privilege of using the OHV 
Area for a set amount of time.  

The latter would depend on what BLM’s authority 

OK 
4 

 

2 

 
 

All related suggestions moved to Enforcement 



 

Page 13 of 31 

Significant 
Issues 

Initially Proposed Recommendations 

Initial Polling 
Results 

Facilitator’s Suggestions Designed 
to Increase Consensus Potential 

BLM 1 2 3 

is in making such a stipulation for TMJP.  Could 
be a conflict with the courts and State law. 

9) There should be sufficient separation from 
private lands to maintain the 10 dBA above 
ambient level or less.  The exception would be 
landowners who have expressed a willingness to 
allow OHV activity through their land or 
immediately adjacent to it.  

Why 10db?  Where does that standard come 
from? Negotiate a dB level goal to consensus 
within WG. 

 1 3 2 

 

10) Visual inspections of each OHV and decibel 
testing prior to issuance of a use permit ergo 
anyone with a modified OHV with a permit 
number is immediately known to have violated 
the rules and action should be taken.  If new 
OHV equipment is purchased it would have to be 
permitted by the BLM before use on BLM lands.  

Are there other ways to get compliance with 
noise standards?  What objectives would a 
permit process meet?  BLM has noise measuring 
devices. 

 4  2 

 

11) OHV events should be limited in frequency (no 
more than 2 per year) and size (TBD) and written 
notice provided to residents a minimum of 30 
days in advance to those within 3 miles of the 
event route.  Negotiate to consensus within WG.  

 3 2 3 

 

12) Ongoing community decibel sound checks to 
ensure compliance and during OHV events. 

Once agreement is reached on a standard, then 
it is appropriate to monitor compliance to such a 
standard. 

 4 2 1 

 

13) Provide significant buffers to protect impacted 
residents. 

See #3 above. 

 4 1 1 
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14) Remove Birdseye Creek, Foots Creek, Millers 
Gulch, Galls Creek, China Gulch (feeds into 
Foots Creek Basin) and Forest Creek from the 
“OHV Emphasis Area” and eliminate the related 
proposed staging areas. 

Negotiate to consensus within WG.  

 4 1 2 

 

15) Review by the local board of realtors to 
determine if impacts from OHV noise affect their 
ability to market the home and if they feel it 
affects the market value in comparison to 
comparable properties that do not have this 
impact.  If so then a means to compensate the 
property owner for their financial loss should be 
considered.   

Government does not compensate for loss 
unless determined through a civil action. 

 2 2 3 

 

16) Spatial considerations, like sound levels, should 
be based on actual measurement.  The 
horizontal distance from OHV sound is an invalid 
indicator because of the rugged topography of 
the proposed emphasis area.  Sound 
measurement should thus be made from much 
greater distances than those outlined in the 
DEIS.  

BLM contracted for a professional noise analysis 
since the issuance of the DEIS.  Data to be 
shared with WG as soon as it becomes available 
(before April 27 meeting). 

 2 2 1 

 

17) The BLM should have their own full time Noise 
Monitoring Equipment on hand at all times 

BLM does. 

OK 5 1  
 

G. Nomenclatur
e/Marketing 
by 
State/Federal 

1) “Emphasis Area” 

BLM supports simply designating an OHV trail 
system and not calling the area an “OHV 
emphasis area”. 

   
3 
 

1) Explore terminology that balances 
appropriate promotion with over-utilization 
of the facility, coordinating with other 
agencies about appropriate messaging. 
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Agencies 

 
2) “Trail Encounters”    1  

3) “Managed Area”   2   

4) “Quality OHV Experience”   1 1  

5) Characteristic of an OHV Trail    1  

6) Promotion of the area should cease until this 
ADR process and BLM’s analysis are complete.  
Promotion of the area should then be limited to 
address concerns raised in this process and to 
limit use to acceptable levels. 

BLM has no control over outside entities 
“promoting” a specific area or use.  BLM echoes 
the need for a Plan in place. 

  3 1 

 

 7) Promotion of the Area: BLM, in concert with 
Oregon Parks & Recreation Department, has 
actively promoted the area since at least 1998.  
Promotion of the area has led to increased use 
while BLM still does not have a management 
plan for OHV use.  Promotion of the area should 
cease until this ADR process and BLM’s analysis 
are complete.  Promotion of the area should then 
be limited to address concerns raised in this 
process and to limit use to acceptable levels. 

BLM has no control over outside entities 
“promoting” a specific area or use.  BLM echoes 
the need for a Plan in place. 

 3 1 2 

 

H. Economics 

 
1) Include a $ figure each year in BLM Rec budget 

for Johns Peak 
    

Topics moved to Funding 

2) Budget to include both law enforcement, 
maintenance and restoration  

    
 

3) MRA or BLM (both?) seek Grant money for 
restoration, maintenance and law 

    
 

4) OHV use on public lands adjacent to private lands 
negatively impacts the quality of life of residents. The 
livelihood of farmers, viticulturists, ranchers, healers, 
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wild crafters, mushroom hunters, land stewards, and 
many others depend on a healthy and stable 
environment. 

5) Loss of ability to practice and pass on traditional 
ecological knowledge (Native American cultural 
practices). 

    
 

I. Enforcement 

 

 

Permits 

1) A full-fledged permitting system should be in 
place before any area is open to OHV use  

Under the current Medford District Resource 
Management Plan, the Medford District is open 
to OHV use unless posted closed.  No permits 
are required.  What are the objectives of the 
permit system and are there more efficient and 
effective alternatives? 

 5  2 

1) Create and implement a sustainable plan to 
enforce all aspects of program, including 
resource protection and impact reduction. 
(E.g. Coordinate with Jackson County 
Sheriff.) 

2) Include enforcement for related illegal 
activities, like guns, fire, trespass, creation 
of unauthorized trails, and driving non-
street legal vehicles on county roads. 

3) Respond, investigate, and report in a timely 
fashion. 

4) Monitor and report annual data and 
manage adaptively. 

5) Some specific suggestions to consider 
include: 

a) Monitor usage and consider permitting 
to manage over-usage. 

b) Clearly communicate rules and 
regulations, including those related to 
resource protection and fire 
suppression. 

 

a) Not an online form that can be filled out by 
anyone or be done by someone else or for a 
minor child 

 4 1  
 

b) Implementation of a BLM managed permitting 
system should include a set of standards and 
rules that must be signed as agreed by each 
OHV user before any permit is issued.  

 3  2 
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c) A permitting system must give weight to 
complaints by resident property owners and 
verifiable actions must be handled quickly by 
the BLM.  

Addressing complaints will be much easier for 
BLM when a Plan is in place with specific 
standards about OHV use at TMJP.  

 3  2 

 

d) Establish a permitting process where riders 
have to agree to follow the rules and have 
easy to identify numbers in an easy to see 
location 

BLM needs more information about the 
objectives for a permitting process before we can 
consider further.  We also need to know the costs 
and logistics for establishing and managing a 
permit system. If the WG has consensus about a 
permit system, then the objectives need to be 
clearly identified so BLM can structure a permit 
system accordingly. 

 4 1 3 

 

Phone Line 

2) Dedicated phone line for trail information, 
complaints and direct contact with law 
enforcement. 

a) Post the phone number at the trailheads and 
along the shared-use trails. Respond to 
complaints thoroughly and in a timely 
manner.  

OK 5 1  

c) Dedicated phone line for trail 
information, complaints and direct 
contact with law enforcement, posted 
at the trailheads and along the 
shared-use trails.  

 

d) Respond to complaints thoroughly 
and in a timely manner. 

Education – Public & OHV Riders 

3) Encourage a self-policing ethic. Such an ethic 
can be facilitated by a credible statement from 
the BLM that the creation of unauthorized trails 
will lead to indefinite closure of certain staging 
areas.  Chronic damage to the public lands by 
unauthorized trails could lead to closure of the 
OHV area for a period of up to 60 days at a time.  

OK 5  1 

e) Encourage a self-policing ethic. 

f) Have OHV users work to rehabilitate 
trails. 

4) Focus on educating users on potential trespass OK 5   g) Focus on educating users on potential 
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via information kiosks, Trail Ranger Program, 
and signage that notifies users when 
encountering private lands where public use is 
not allowed. 

trespass via information kiosks, and 
signage that notifies users when 
encountering private lands where public 
use is not allowed. 

5) Install clearly visible signs at the beginning and 
ends of roads (including both forks ends) located 
around Johns Peak/Timber Mt. that are not 
Staging Areas access points and have been 
used illegally as access points – signs should 
state: NO OHV Public Access – violators will be 
prosecuted and to contact the BLM for 
designated Staging Area access point. 

OK 5 1  

h) Install clearly visible signs at the 
beginning and ends of roads (including 
both forks ends) located around Johns 
Peak/Timber Mt. that are not Staging 
Areas access points and have been 
used illegally as access points – signs 
should state: NO OHV Public Access – 
violators will be prosecuted and to 
contact the BLM for designated Staging 
Area access point. 

6) Provide a large map at the entry point showing 
where TO and NOT to ride and clearly marked 
signage on trails.  OK 6   

i) Provide a large map at the entry point 
showing where TO and NOT to ride and 
clearly marked signage on trails.  Post 
cautionary road signs where OHV users 
are allowed. 

7) Provide an abundance of clear and educational 
signage. Signage should clearly state the 
possible results of unauthorized trails (i.e. closure 
of the entire area).  Signs should state that un-
muffled or poorly muffled OHV’s will be subject to 
citation.  

OK 6   

 

8) Provide educational programs based on 
resident/landowner perspective.  

BLM will utilize and/or facilitate 
resident/landowner perspective in any OHV 
educational program BLM participates in or has 
input to.  

 4 2  

j) Provide educational programs based on 
resident/landowner perspective.  

 

Enforcement – Methods 

9) OHV’s need to have identification on the vehicle 
that is sufficiently large to allow for identification. 

BLM supports identification criteria that are safe 
and feasible.  

 4 1  

j)    OHV’s need to have identification on 
the vehicle that is sufficiently large to 
allow for identification. 
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10) Provide a Sign-in & Sign-out board at the Staging 
Area in a visible location.  It should include the 
riders Name, Address, Permit #, type of OHV and 
license plate of the vehicle they came in.  

OK in principle, but need more law enforcement 
input on utility. 

 4 1 1 

k) Institute an OHV identification system to 
facilitate enforcement activities. 

l) Provide a Sign-in & Sign-out board at 
the Staging Area in a visible location, 
which could include the riders name, 
address, permit number, type of OHV 
and license plate of the vehicle they 
came in. 

11) Strong on the ground enforcement at all times 
riders are present  

The qualifier “at all times” is an impossible 
standard. 

 4 2 2 

 

12) Providing meaningful, financial compensation to 
impacted land owners. 

Cannot be done.  No legal provision for BLM (or 
government) to do so unless a court orders 
compensation as a result of legal action. 

 3 2 3 

 

13) Determine adequate levels of enforcement for 
area and trails.  Fit area and trails so that 
available resources are sufficient for industry 
standard level of patrol services. Level of 
enforcement set by amount of acreage used by 
OHVs and by amount of OHV users allowed 
which should be regulated. 

Negotiate to consensus with WG.  

 
2 

 

3 

 
 

m) Determine adequate levels of 
enforcement for area and trails.  Fit area 
and trails so that available resources 
are sufficient for industry standard level 
of patrol services. 

14) Institute a Trail Ranger program (mix of volunteer 
and BLM to provide education/First Responder 
Emergency service/voluntary sound 
checks)/informal user surveys; not an 
enforcement unit; modeled after successful 
program such as in Bend. 

OK 4 2  

n) Institute a Trail Ranger program (mix of 
volunteer and BLM to provide 
education/First Responder Emergency 
service/voluntary sound 
checks)/informal user surveys; not an 
enforcement unit; modeled after 
successful program such as in Bend. 

 15) User education is tantamount to enforcement. 
Costs could be held down by utilizing volunteers 
to patrol the area as information officers to 
control OHV’ers.  

OK 4 1 1 
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16) Self-policing could also be encouraged by having 
OHV users work to rehabilitate trails that are to 
be closed. After putting physical labor into these 
closed trails, the OHV users will have a vested 
interest in making sure they are not reopened.  

OK 5   

Covered by f), above  

17) Patrol access roads, staging areas, and trails on 
a regular (but unpredictable) basis.  

OK 5   
 

18) Publish, electronically (web site) and by mail an 
annual accounting of law enforcement costs and 
activities, broken down by drainage and other 
identifying factors.  

Such detailed data is not available nor feasible to 
track. If you had this data, what is its use? 

 2 2 2 

 

19) Provide assistance to residents in prosecuting 
(criminal and civil) trespassers.  

BLM would cooperate when BLM has information 
or is part of the criminal/civil case. 

OK 5 1  

 0) Provide assistance to residents in 
prosecuting/pursuing criminal/civil 
violations/damages. 

20) This system should include stiff penalties, fines, 
suspension and or revocation of permit for 
violations. Increase penalties for all offenses; 
provide increasing penalties for repeat offenders. 
Violations relating to fire, safety, trespassing, 
vandalism, theft and repeat offenders would have 
their use permit permanently revoked. There 
needs to be stiffer penalties for resource damage 
and user trail building including taking away the 
vehicles of repeat offenders.  The message is 
zero tolerance for those who willfully violate the 
rules and parents are held accountable for the 
actions of their children under the age of 18 
years old.  

Penalties and fines are done through a process 
that does not involve BLM.   

 4 2  

p)   Meaningful penalties, fines, suspension 
and or revocation of permit for violations 
of program elements. Increasing 
penalties for repeat offenders.  
Provision for parental responsibility for 
the children’s actions.   

 

 

21) BLM should provide nearby and neighboring 
landowners with cost assistance for signage, 
gates and fencing. 

 4 1 1 
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BLM does have capability to apply federal funds 
onto private lands (through the Wyden 
Amendment).  Identify through the WG key 
locations for this sort of support. 

22) Enact rigorous fines, penalties and jail time for 
those caught using OHVs during fire season 
including permanent revocation of OHV Use 
Permit. 

BLM and ODF will apply appropriate fines and 
penalties for each situation. 

 4 1 1 

 

23) Provide real on the ground enforcement of OHV 
areas  

OK 5   
q)  Consider the installation of wireless, 

motion-detected cameras to monitor. 

24) Consider not only the direct impact of OHVs, but 
the additional impacts of OHV activities such as 
campfires, shooting, etc.  

OK 5 1  
 

 25) Require OHV users to carry firefighting 
equipment like fire extinguishers, camp shovel 
etc. when nearing fire season or at the end of 
one. 

BLM does not have the authority to require such 
things.  Also, given the statistics on fire starts by 
OHV, this is likely not effective.  

 2 2 2 

 

26) Agreement in writing from the agencies and the 
MRA Organization to abide by the conditions as 
agreed to. 

Just note that MRA constitutes only about 15% of 
the users on TMJP. 

 2 1 3 

 

27) Riders should be required to be familiar with the 
territory in which they ride and carry maps. 

Good idea.  How would this be enforced.  A 
designated trail system with signage would be 
equally effective. 

 3 2 1 

 

28) Trespass: Riders should be educated that 
landowners have a legal right, if their land is 
properly posted, to stop them and secure 

 5 1 1 
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identification if they are trespassing.  Trespassing 
is a serious crime and residents should be 
confident that penalties are swift and severe. 

As part of a designated trail system at TMJP, 
there will be an education component (through 
media, signage, input to state-wide OHV 
programs) about private lands.  The message of 
the education effort could be vetted locally 
through a citizen’s/users monitoring group. 

29) Do not authorize off-road or trail use above and 
beyond ability to manage and enforce. 

But need to know what the threshold is that 
determines when we have exceeded our ability to 
manage.  

OK 3 2  

 

30) Do not legitimize user-made (renegade) roads 
and trails.  

Only trails that meet trail design standards will be 
included in a managed/designated trail system. 
Some renegade trails do and some don’t.  
Unsustainable trails will be eliminated. 

 4 1 1 

 

31) Create a sustainable route system that provides 
reasonable access not excess.  

Negotiate to consensus through WG. 

 2 2 1 

 

32) Produce good maps which show exactly where 
users can ride, along with plenty of signage. OK 5   

 

33) Motocross tracks, racing and trick riding will be 
restricted to MRA private lands. 

The TMJP alternatives do not propose areas for 
motocross or trick riding.  We would allow events 
that are timed where appropriate.  Areas for 
events can be negotiated to consensus through 
the WG process.  

 5  1 

 

34) Hire plenty of BLM Rangers for enforcement, 
paid for out of the St of Oregon Grant funds. 

BLM provides law enforcement commensurate 

 3 2 1 
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with funding sources. 

35) Assurances that enforcement will occur 

Our annual budget includes funds for law 
enforcement. 

OK 5 1  

 

36) The BLM, MRA and Oregon State OHV 
Recreation need to acquire written agreements 
with adjacent private land owners to manage any 
connected system of trails or roads across public 
and private lands. 

Agreements tailored to fit the need 

OK 3 2 1 

r)   The BLM, MRA and Oregon State OHV 
Recreation need appropriate 
agreements with adjacent private land 
owners to manage any connected 
system of trails or roads across public 
and private lands. 

Annual Review 

37) Annual review of enforcement effectiveness, 
shortfalls and issues.  

This could be accomplished as part of a 
collaborative stakeholder oversight or monitoring 
group.  

OK 6   

s)    Monitor program elements, report out, 
and utilize adaptive management 
techniques to improve all aspects of the 
program. 

a) Annually dedicated dollars for meaningful 
enforcement (to be determined through 
evaluation of requested materials).  
Insufficient or no enforcement dollars = no 
OHV use. 

BLM has annual appropriations for law 
enforcement, and augments with grants from 
State OHV funds.  

 4 1 1 

 

b) Issues must be addressed prior to OHV use 
being allowed each year. 

Too vague, but collaborative monitoring work 
group could take up the monitoring of 
potential issues. 

 4  2 

 

c) Capability to enforce throughout planning 
area 

Needs standards to determine what the 
expected “capability to enforce” is. 

 4 1 1 
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d) Regular annual or semi-annual traffic counts 
on any road accessing a Staging Area as well 
as a base traffic count taken prior to any 
Staging Area being developed. 

Could be part of a monitoring effort to gauge 
whether certain use standards are being met 
or exceeded.  Need to establish what the 
traffic counts are to be used for. 

 3 2 2 

 

J. Fire 

 
1) Close the area to motorized use during fire 

season, typically July through September. OK 3  2 
1) When designing and implementing all 

aspects of the OHV program, consider 
the fire hazard issue. 

2) OHV use times (stop/start in Spring and Fall) 
must be set by the Oregon Dept. of Forestry, not 
by the BLM. 

Negotiate to consensus an acceptable standard 
for determining start/stop within the WG. 

OK 4 1 2 

 

3) Develop internal system to inform OHVers of 
restrictions in a timely manner, and provide 
significant penalties for offenders. 

Penalties are assessed by law enforce. and/or 
ODF at time of infraction.  

 2 1 2 

 

4) Provide proactive enforcement of OHV areas to 
ensure there is no OHV use during fire season. 

OK 3 3   

5) Enact rigorous fines, penalties and jail time for 
those caught using OHVs during fire season 
including permanent revocation of OHV Use 
Permit. 

Penalties are determined at the time of the 
infraction; courts determine jail time. 

 4 1 1 

 

6) Consider not only the direct impact of OHVs, but 
the additional impacts of OHV activities such as 
campfires, shooting, etc. 

OK 4 2  
 

7) Require OHV users to carry firefighting 
equipment like fire extinguishers, camp shovel 
etc. when nearing fire season or at the end of 

 2 2 1 
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one.  

BLM does not have the authority to require such 
things. Also, given the statistics on fire starts by 
OHV, this is likely not effective. 

K.  

Additional 
Issues 

Many WG Members submitted Additional Issues, 
some of which included proposed solution 

language to consider. The issues are either noted 
below, or have been woven into the relevant 

category, above. 

    

 

K.1. Categorical 
exclusions 

1) Categorical exclusions should not be used for 
assessing future OHV actions. Environmental 
assessments should be used for any ground-
breaking operation or any OHV organized activity or 
event 

    

1) The EIS should consider cumulative 
impacts and connected actions. 

K.2. Traffic 
Impacts to 
communities on 
Access and 
Staging Area 
roads 

1) Eliminate staging areas requiring OHV users to 
ride long distances to access trails. 

Good idea.  Negotiate to consensus within WG. 

 3 1 1 
1) Comply with the law requiring a minimum 

five year transportation plan to be analyzed 
as part of the EIS. 

2) Enforcement should include citations for driving 
non-street legal vehicles on county roads. 

OK 5 1  
Moved to enforcement 

3) Increased costs for maintaining County roads 
used for access to an OHV Staging area must be 
addressed and funds should be allocated from 
the State ATV fund or from BLM to help the 
County re-coop these additional expenditures. 

County issue.  

 3 1 2 

 

4) Install wireless, motion-detected cameras to 
monitor the Staging area both open and closed 
and store online.  

When appropriate, but objective needs to be 
clear.  

 2 2  

Moved to enforcement 

5) Post cautionary road signs where OHV users are 
allowed. 

OK 5   
Moved to enforcement 

6) Post roads that are closed to OHV users OK 6   Moved to enforcement 

7) Provide a full time Staging Area enforcement 
presence. 

 2 
1 

 
1 

 



 

Page 26 of 31 

Significant 
Issues 

Initially Proposed Recommendations 

Initial Polling 
Results 

Facilitator’s Suggestions Designed 
to Increase Consensus Potential 

BLM 1 2 3 

Not practical. Staging areas are enforced as part 
of the overall enforcement. 

8) Provide funding for ongoing Lignin (oil) spraying 
on dirt roads in communities whose roads are 
used as access for Staging Areas. 

Could be considered when identified as a safety 
or environmental issue due to dust, but depends 
on road jurisdiction, and depends on the root 
cause of the dust (OHVrs, residents, log trucks, 
etc). 

 3 2  

Moved to funding 

9) Provide funding to build sidewalks or widened 
paved shoulders to areas used to access Staging 
Areas. 

No. 

 
 

 
 5 

 

10) Reducing the number of Staging areas. 

Negotiate to consensus within WG. 
 4  2 

 

11) Remove Birdseye Creek, Foots Creek, Millers 
Gulch, Galls Creek, China Gulch (feeds into 
Foots Creek Basin) and Forest Creek from the 
“OHV Emphasis Area” and eliminate the related 
proposed staging areas. 

Negotiate to consensus within WG. 

 2 3 2 

 

12) The Staging Area(s) should be picked based on 
the least impact to neighboring communities. 

Negotiate to consensus within WG. 

 4 1 1 
 

K.3. 

Implementation 
before Decision 

1) Numerous activities have been undertaken by 
the BLM since 1995 to implement an OHV area 
prior to analysis and decision.  Those actions 
should be set aside and not considered 
irreversible.  

BLM will not deviate/amend current direction in 
the 1995 RMP for Timber Mountain/Johns Peak, 
but will consider amendment/change to current 
OHV management direction if negotiated to 
consensus within the WG. Can be considered in 

 3 1 2 

Legal issue 
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the next round of RMP planning now ongoing 
(see www.blm.gov/or).   

K.4 

Relocate the 
OHV Riding Area 

1) Recommend OHV use in a more confined area, 
higher in elevation and away from resident 
properties.  The area surrounding the existing 
MRA OHV parcel in Section 14 (adjacent to the 
city of Jacksonville land) would be a good place 
to start a discussion about which parcels might 
be included in a future alternative. 

Negotiate to consensus within WG. 

 3  3 

Alternative places to manage for OHV use are 
the subject of Resource Management Plans. 
BLM is currently in the scoping process for the 
next revision of our RMP; such input would be 
appropriate in that process. 

 2) Look for other BLM lands nearby (like 
Chapman/Keeler drainages) that have a 
less “checker boarded” pattern of ownership and 
possible longer routes and loops. 

Alternative places to manage for OHV use are 
the subject of Resource Management Plans.  
BLM is currently in the scoping process for the 
next revision of our RMP; such input would be 
appropriate in that process. (see 
www.blm.gov/or). 

 
1 
 

2 
 

3 
 

 

 3) Separate areas for the three classes of ATVs. 

Negotiate to consensus within WG. 
 1 2 3 

 

K.5 

Benefits vs. 
Impacts: weighing 
one use against 
other uses 

 

 

1) There are very few areas that responsible OHV 
recreation is allowed on government land. By 
proportion, OHV is using a very small area. 

    

Explore as part of EIS process. 

2)   “The primary purpose of the John’s Peak 
Recreation Management Plan is to provide 
management objectives, guidelines, and 
recommendations for reducing environmental 
impacts to public and private lands, to minimize 
conflicts between recreational uses and to 
establish long term riding and hiking opportunities 
in the area.”  Other recreation opportunities must 
be included in the DEIS. (emphasis added) 

    

 

3) The benefits of protecting and restoring the      
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natural environment in the TM/JP planning area 
greatly outweigh the ongoing negative impacts of 
extensive logging and OHV use. BLM must being 
an annual review of “All OHV designations….to 
determine if revisions are necessary to protect 
resource values and resource user conflict” (ROD 
and RMP pg 249 monitoring requirements) (This 
is a requirement the BLM should have addressed 
over the past 17 years so we would have some 
data about benefits vs. impacts) 

K.6. 
Funding 

1) Develop a fund to reimburse 
residents/landowners impacted by an OHV-
caused fire. 

Such would be the result of any civil actions 
(courts); not in BLM’s purview.  

 1 1 2 

1) When planning, developing, and 
approving an OHV plan, assess the 
level of funding necessary to implement 
these recommendations and secure 
such funding to avoid, minimize and 
mitigate direct and indirect impacts. 

 2) Emphasis patrols included in funding.  Unclear 
what is meant.  

 1  1 
 

 3) Enforcement should be funded and secured 
before opening public land for use requiring 
enforcement. 

BLM has regular appropriated funds for law 
enforcement. 

 3 1 1 

 

 4) Establish a fund to reimburse residents and 
property owners impacted by an OHV caused fire 
whether used legally or illegally.  

Such would be the result of any civil actions 
(courts); not in BLM’s purview.  

 2 1 2 

2) Actively apply for and secure grant 
funds. 

 5) Hire BLM Rangers for enforcement, paid for out 
of the State of Oregon Grant funds. 

OK to the extent that funds are granted for such 
purposes. 

 2 3  

 

 6) OHV fund should help pay for brush thinning 
along designated trails. 

What is the purpose for brush thinning along 
trails? 

 2 1 2 
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 7) OHV funds should help provide for enforcement 
either by the Sheriff’s Office or BLM law 
enforcement. Jackson County Sheriff’s 
department needs to apply for enforcement 
funds. 

BLM has been unable to convince Sheriff to 
apply for OHV funds.  

 3 1 1 

 

 8) Provide funds for residents to take anti-
trespassing measures (e.g., signs, gates).  

BLM can provide anti-trespassing measures 
under the Wyden Amendment if on private land.  
Need to identify key locations for such measures. 

OK 3 1 1 

 

 9) Provide recovery expenses to landowners 
damaged by offenders. 

Not in BLM purview; civil court matter.  

 3  2 

 

 10) Provide reimbursement to Fire Districts and 
Sheriffs for OHV related emergencies and search 
and rescue operations. 

Sherriff and fire district issue; they can pursue 
with BLM, if desired. 

 2  2 

 

 11) Provide reimbursement to Fire Districts using 
their resources to respond to OHV emergencies, 
not all of which are fire related.  

Sherriff and fire district issue; they can pursue 
with BLM, if desired. 

 2  2 

 

 12) Provide statistical analysis of insurance premium 
cost to residents/landowners influenced by 
nearby OHV activities.  Provide funding to 
compensate. Not in BLM purview  

 2  2 

 

 13) Use ATV funds to fence outlying borders that 
abut private or industrial lands. 

ATV funds would have to be specifically 
designated for such actions.  BLM can use 
general recreation funds, but those are limited.  
So, the key is to identify where a fence makes 

 2 2 1 
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the most sense to achieve the desired control 
objective. 

 14) All government agencies expending public 
dollars for this activity should be required to 
disclose pending and existing budgets, and 
expenditures for previous years, to include all 
costs, including labor, equipment and 
administrative costs.  This would include not only 
BLM, but law enforcement agencies, State 
agencies, fire districts, state and county roads 
departments and local government agencies 
(e.g., City of Jacksonville). 

BLM does not control the release of budget 
information for entities other than the Medford 
District.  Budget information must be requested 
through the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). 

 3  2 

 

 15) Completely fenced off an entire OHV area 
(whatever the cost or size) using a gate at every 
entry station for an ID card, extract a fee to take 
a ride, and open the gate.  

Neither practical nor financially feasible. 

 2 1 1 

 

 16) In an OHV designation is approved in the TM/JP 
planning area it becomes a developed recreation 
site requiring special management, oversight, 
funds for upkeep and restoration. Therefore, a 
fee should be charged for day use or a year. 

 1   

3) Consider use fees to bridge any funding 
gaps. 

 17) For any OHV alternative to warrant consideration 
in the planning area, an adequate long-term 
restoration funding program must be provided for 
trail and road maintenance. 

BLM does not control long-term financial outlays.  
BLM is fully mindful to not create facilities and 
trails without committing to their maintenance.   

 3 1 3 

 

 18) Set up an OHV maintenance and restoration 
Trust Fund with a definite amount of money each 
year (paid for by the BLM, Oregon State OHV 

 
4 

 
 

4 
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Recreation and the MRA) to manage, repair and 
sustain problems like sedimentation, water 
quality, soil compaction, and other restoration 
concerns. 

Unsure whether the Trust Fund is the best 
mechanism, but BLM agrees that trails need to 
be maintained. BLM has had excellent results 
working with volunteer partners to maintain trails 
and recreation facilities. The MRA is particularly 
active with BLM on restoration projects, Bunny 
Meadows being an excellent example. 

 


