
From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Comments on proposed resource mgmt plan
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 1:16:18 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jackie Johnson 
Date: Mon, Jul 20, 2015 at 3:45 PM
Subject: Comments on proposed resource mgmt plan
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

My comments apply to all proposed alternatives.

Protect stream buffers. They are essential to shade waterways and keep streams
cool, critical to salmon and for drinking water.   Also keep up your work on restoring
stream complexity and structure for good fish habitat.

Give recreation high priority.  Camping, hiking, fishing, boating, photography, bird-
watching, horseback riding, and other forms of recreation allow people to enjoy and
learn about nature. It also is a financial boost to the rural communities near BLM
lands.

I do not think you should allow clearcutting.



Protect all mature and old-growth forests.  They are a wonderful resource for
wildlife, recreation, water and air quality.

Focus timber work on restoration and thinning, especially for fuels reduction around
homes and communities.

Sincerely,

Jackie Johnson



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: ACEC comments
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:38:51 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Susi Klare 
Date: Tue, Jun 16, 2015 at 2:48 PM
Subject: ACEC comments
To: "BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov"
<BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov>

It is my understanding that there is an upcoming deadline of June 23, 2015 for comments
regarding BLM management of Areas of Critical Environmental Concern. Please enter the
following comments into the official record.

Having lived in the midst of BLM O&C lands for the past 38 years I have witnessed the
disintegration of native forests, the precipitous decline of anadromous fisheries, and the loss
of murrelet and spotted owl habitat. The advent of the Northwest Forest Plan, along with a
downturn in the demand for timber, gave a blessed relief to all that lives - plants, animals,
and humans -  in these hills. It horrifies me to think that the BLM, as stewards of the public
trust, could go in any direction other than more protection for what little remains of our
precious forests.

It is my contention that any and all uncut BLM forest lands are Areas of Critical
Environmental Concern and should be managed for watershed protection, carbon storage,



habitat restoration, ecosystem health, and recreation. Those lands that were cut in the past
and are now displaying old growth characteristics (50-80 year old trees) are also critical to
the future health of our planet and should be off limits to timber extraction.

Additionally I would like the BLM to take an active role in trying to convince the state to
bring Oregon's Forest Practices Act into compliance with the realities of the 21st century -
climate chaos, mass extinctions, and the cumulative effects of past, present, and future
logging activities.

Thank you for considering my feedback.

Susanna DeFazio



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:57:48 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: ANN NUSSBAUM 
Date: Tue, Jul 14, 2015 at 11:18 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

ANN NUSSBAUM



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:55:17 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Marrleen Neus 
Date: Thu, Jul 9, 2015 at 11:04 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Marrleen Neus



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:55:06 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Charlotte Sahnow 
Date: Thu, Jul 9, 2015 at 10:04 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Sahnow



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:54:55 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Charlotte Sahnow 
Date: Thu, Jul 9, 2015 at 10:02 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Sahnow



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:54:39 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sylviane Mahaux 

 Jul 9, 2015 at 8:41 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Sylviane Mahaux



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:53:44 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: fauna-june fauth 
Date: Wed, Jul 8, 2015 at 3:03 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

fauna-june fauth



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:53:29 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Caroline de Ville de Goyet 
Date: Wed, Jul 8, 2015 at 9:11 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Caroline de Ville de Goyet



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:52:38 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Eduardo Campos 
Date: Wed, Jul 8, 2015 at 5:12 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Eduardo Campos



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:52:23 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Meryl Pinque 
Date: Wed, Jul 8, 2015 at 4:08 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Meryl Pinque



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:52:06 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Donna Mock 
Date: Wed, Jul 8, 2015 at 1:22 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Donna Mock



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:51:55 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kay Roberts 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 10:54 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kay Roberts



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:57:19 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kimberly Wiley 
Date: Sun, Jul 12, 2015 at 9:53 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Wiley



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:51:43 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: anette stauske 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 9:03 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

anette stauske



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:51:32 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Aaron Bouchard 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 7:02 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Aaron Bouchard



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:51:13 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Rhonda Carr 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 6:07 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Carr



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:51:03 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lorelei Stierlen 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 4:21 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Lorelei Stierlen



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:50:50 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: James Mulcare 

 Jul 7, 2015 at 2:26 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Mulcare



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:50:39 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ruth Litton 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 1:54 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ruth Litton



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:50:29 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lin Kemp 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 1:26 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Lin Kemp



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:50:19 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Leslie Burpo 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 1:22 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Leslie Burpo



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:50:08 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Elisabeth Bechmann 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 12:44 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Elisabeth Bechmann



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:49:56 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Juliana Diaz 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 11:50 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Juliana Diaz



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:57:09 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michael Hughey 
Date: Sat, Jul 11, 2015 at 8:28 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Michael Hughey



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:49:45 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Dawn Albanese 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 9:41 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dawn Albanese



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:49:33 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Erin Lindquist 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 8:16 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Erin Lindquist



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:49:18 PM
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Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: S. Kohler 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 5:04 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

S. Kohler



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:49:04 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Carol Bischoff 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 3:21 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carol Bischoff



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:48:51 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: M BR 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 3:10 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

M BR



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:48:34 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Tracey Mangus 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:39 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Tracey Mangus



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:47:36 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Tracey Mangus 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:39 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Tracey Mangus



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:47:23 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Cindy DiCarlo 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:12 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cindy DiCarlo



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:47:07 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michael W Evans 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:02 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Michael W Evans



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:46:49 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: rohana wolf 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:50 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

rohana wolf



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:56:40 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mark Mansfield 
Date: Sat, Jul 11, 2015 at 12:18 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Mark Mansfield



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:46:33 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Holly Dowling 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:34 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Holly Dowling



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:46:21 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: william toner 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:06 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

william toner



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:46:03 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: marie grenu 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:59 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

marie grenu



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:45:52 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Paul Kuck 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:22 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Paul Kuck



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:45:38 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Olivia Schlosser 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 6:14 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Olivia Schlosser



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:45:18 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Terry Tedesco-Kerrick 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 5:46 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Terry Tedesco-Kerrick



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:45:06 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Gisela Gama 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 5:08 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gisela Gama



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:44:54 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Benton Elliott 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 4:29 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Benton Elliott



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:44:42 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sabine G. 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 3:25 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Sabine G.



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:44:25 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: nina clausen 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 3:17 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

nina clausen



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:56:28 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: James Tillotson 
Date: Fri, Jul 10, 2015 at 6:39 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Tillotson



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:44:13 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Valerie Hildebrand 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 3:08 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Valerie Hildebrand



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:43:55 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Toby Gamberoni 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 2:42 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Toby Gamberoni



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:43:41 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Patti Gallo 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 2:37 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Patti Gallo



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 11:00:22 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Natalie Van Leekwijck 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 2:21 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Natalie Van Leekwijck



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:59:51 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Midori Furutate 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 1:41 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Midori Furutate



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:59:40 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: dogan ozkan 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:57 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

dogan ozkan



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:59:25 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ella Reeves 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:25 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ella Reeves



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:59:13 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Danielle Tran 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:25 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Danielle Tran



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:59:02 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mary Eastman 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:17 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Mary Eastman



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:58:51 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Tracy Vetter 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:12 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Tracy Vetter



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:56:18 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: James Tillotson 
Date: Fri, Jul 10, 2015 at 6:39 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Tillotson



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:58:39 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Laura Ohanian 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:01 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Laura Ohanian



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:58:28 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sheila Dillon 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 11:22 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Sheila Dillon



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:58:14 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: SANDRA VITO 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 11:21 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

SANDRA VITO



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:58:05 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Audrey Collins 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 11:13 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Audrey Collins



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:56:45 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: James Mulcare 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 10:54 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Mulcare



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:56:33 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Laura Herndon 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 10:41 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Laura Herndon



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:55:46 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kamia Taylor 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 10:18 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy.

As a frequent visitor to this area, I am extremely upset that the new proposed plan
falls far short of truly protecting and restoring these valuable PUBLIC lands. Here are
my concerns about your plans:

Stream, lake and other water source buffers MUST be protected.  Slashing them in
half is ridiculous!  Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep
streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and
for drinking water sources.



Additionally, the BLM must continue to restore stream complexity and structure to
enhance water storage, given the recent shortages across the West.

The plan must not allow further road construction. Instead, the existing road
network needs to be used, and unnecessary roads removed.  It's been well proven
that each mile of road destroys hundreds of animals in the area. Our public forests
don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and
drinking water supplies.

Furthermore, clearcutting forests is repugnant and unnecessary!  There are ample
examples of sustainable selective forest harvesting that work and are highly
profitable!  The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kamia Taylor



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:55:33 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: keefe nghe 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 10:08 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

keefe nghe



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Marguery Lee Zucker



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:54:53 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Henry Weinberg 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:57 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Henry Weinberg



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:56:06 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Robin Poppe 
Date: Fri, Jul 10, 2015 at 2:07 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Robin Poppe



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:54:38 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Chantal Buslot 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:57 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Chantal Buslot



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:54:22 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Gudrun Dennis 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:44 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gudrun Dennis



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:54:09 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lesley Blissett 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:36 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Lesley Blissett



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:53:57 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Anna Brewer 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:36 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Anna Brewer



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:53:42 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lisha Doucet 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:14 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Lisha Doucet



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:53:30 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: kian daniel 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:13 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

kian daniel



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:52:57 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Line Ringgaard 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:01 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,
Line Ringgaard

Line Ringgaard



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:52:44 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Richard Knablin 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:57 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Richard Knablin



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:52:30 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lilly Kohler 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:48 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Lilly Kohler



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:52:15 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Barb Shamet 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:48 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Barb Shamet



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:55:56 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Monique TONET 
Date: Fri, Jul 10, 2015 at 12:13 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Monique TONET



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:52:01 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: John Tissavary 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:17 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

John Tissavary



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:51:44 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Maki Murakami 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:16 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Maki Murakami



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:51:18 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: sue harrington 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:14 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

sue harrington



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:51:03 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Laura Leon 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:10 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Laura Leon



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:50:46 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: AniMae Chi 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:06 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

AniMae Chi



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:50:09 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: JOLLY jim 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:51 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

STOP ALL COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT ~ SAVE THE ENVIRONMENT FOR ALL TO
ENJOY

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the



hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent
shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

JOLLY jim



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:49:34 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: jon hudson 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:13 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jon hudson



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:49:23 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: jeff hopkins 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:04 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jeff hopkins



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:49:11 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Cheryl Pentz 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:03 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Pentz



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:55:40 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ben Oscar Andersson 
Date: Fri, Jul 10, 2015 at 9:34 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ben Oscar Andersson



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 1:15:40 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Veronica Rehné 
Date: Fri, Jul 17, 2015 at 1:48 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Veronica Rehné



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Comments on the Western Oregon Resource Management Plan
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:41:38 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Margaret Goodwin 
Date: Sat, Jun 20, 2015 at 2:06 PM
Subject: Comments on the Western Oregon Resource Management Plan
To: "blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov" <blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov>,
"BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov"
<blm_or_rmps_westernoregon@blm.gov>

The O&C Lands Act of 1937 mandates that the O&C lands shall be managed “for
permanent forest production, and the timber thereon shall be sold, cut, and removed in
conformity with the principal of sustained yield for the purpose of providing a permanent
source of timber supply, protecting watersheds, regulating stream flow, and contributing
to the economic stability of local communities and industries, and providing recreational
facilities.”

 

In the various alternatives proposed in this RMP, the allocation of these lands for timber
harvests ranges from a low of 14%, under Alternative A, to a high of 32%, under
Alternative C. The “preferred alternative,” Alternative B, allocates only 24% of these lands
to timber harvests. This is inconsistent with the mandate of the O&C Lands Act that all of
the O&C lands shall be managed for permanent forest production in conformity with the



principle of sustained yield. Therefore, all of the proposed alternatives in this RMP would
violate existing law.

 

The O&C Lands Act predates the Endangered Species Act, and is also more specific.
Therefore, the O&C Lands Act has legal precedence over the Endangered Species Act
and the O&C lands are required to be managed as mandated by the O&C Lands Act.

 

Even if the O&C Lands Act did not have legal precedence over the Endangered
Species Act, Section 4(a)(3)(B)(2) of the Endangered Species Act says the Secretary
must take into consideration the economic impact of specifying any particular area
as critical habitat, and may exclude any area from critical habitat if the benefits of
such exclusion outweigh the benefits of specifying such area as part of the critical
habitat, unless the failure to designate such area as critical habitat will result in the
extinction of the species concerned. 

 

The very nature, and reason for the existence, of the O&C lands speaks to the fact
timber harvest under the sustained yield mandate on these lands is necessary to the
economic stability of the O&C counties. Therefore, the Secretary of the Interior
should exclude all of the O&C lands from critical habitat designations. Given that the
O&C lands comprise only about 3% of all the federal lands in the state of Oregon, it
is not plausible that failure to designate these particular lands as critical habitat
would result in the extinction of the species.

 

Furthermore, the modeling done for the RMP/EIS has determined that, no matter
how much or how little land is set aside for habitat, there will be little difference in
the projected survival rates of the Northern Spotted Owl because the primary factor
in the decline of NSO population is competition from the Barred Owl. It makes no
sense to set aside thousands of acres for Northern Spotted Owl habitat when it is an
established fact that it will not impact their ultimate survival rates.

 

There is no alternative proposed under the current RMP that even approaches the
legal mandate of the O&C Act. None of the proposed alternatives would provide
sufficient shared receipts from timber harvests to restore critical government services
in the struggling O&C counties, or to provide economic stability and jobs to the
impacted communities whose local economies have historically depended on timber-
related industries.

 

None of the alternatives proposed in this RMP is acceptable. The entire RMP should
be scrapped, and a new RMP should be developed that takes into consideration the
economic dependency of the O&C counties on sustained yield timber harvests as
mandated by law under the O&C Lands Act of 1937.

 



Margaret Goodwin



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Comments on Western Oregon RMP
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:57:34 PM
Attachments: D_King comments Draft_RMP_EIS_Western_Oregon.docx

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: King, David A 
Date: Mon, Jul 13, 2015 at 10:49 AM
Subject: Comments on Western Oregon RMP
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planners,

   Here are my comments on your Draft RMP/EIS for Western Oregon and also one of the references
cited therein for your convenience.

   Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this document.

   David A. King
   
   



     This EIS comprehensively addresses the challenging subject of how different 
management approaches would affect the variety of resources and social outcomes 
that the BLM is tasked to manage – over a 50 or 100-year period. The many sections 
provide helpful background information on the issues involved and are clearly the 
result of much effort by the authors of this report. One of the positive aspects of the 
report is its emphasis on past and future monitoring of resources, both in 
identifying what needs fixing and in assessing the need for future adjustments to the 
plan.   
 
My comments are as follows: 
 
1. A synthesis section is needed. There is no synthesis of the findings described in 
the many sections. I found no explanation of how the preferred alternative best 
meets the overall management objectives. There should be a discussion of the 
tradeoff between logging some BLM lands to provide funds to County governments 
and some regional employment and meeting the other objectives of the Plan. For 
example, there is a tradeoff between maximizing timber sale bid prices (per board 
foot sold) by minimizing regulations on logging procedures vs. protecting soil, 
aquatic and other ecological resources by requiring low-impact logging – which 
would increase expenses per board foot logged, thereby reducing bid prices.  
 
     There is also a tradeoff between dense replanting of Douglas-fir on the west-side 
lands and the quality and duration of the early-seral stage, as noted below. The 
value of BLM lands for maintaining biotic and structural diversity in a matrix 
dominated by monoculture plantations could also be noted in the synthesis section. 
 
2. The forest management section gives no information on how reforestation of 
logged areas would be achieved. The method of reforestation affects the quality and 
duration of the early-seral stage that provides vital habitat for certain plants and 
wildlife. Early-seral acreages are listed for the alternatives, but no clear definition is 
given of this stage. Is it the time before planted conifers form a closed canopy? There 
is much early-seral habitat on adjacent private lands, but this may be of low quality, 
especially where herbicides are used to increase the growth rates of young Douglas-
firs. Some mention of how reforestation would be achieved is essential if we are to 
judge how the Plan would serve the requirements of species other than timber 
trees. Relying on natural regeneration would likely increase the quality and 
duration of the early-seral stage and result in greater biotic diversity than planting a 
single timber tree, such as Douglas-fir – though the best course for promoting a 
robust early-seral stage will undoubtedly vary between sites. There are lots of 
young Douglas-fir plantations across western Oregon, so a different tact on BLM 
lands would increase regional biotic and structural diversity. 
 
     There is also no mention of which tree species and shrubs would be preferentially 
left in partial harvests. In the typical coniferous forests of western Oregon, trees and 
shrubs producing nuts or fleshy fruits are generally uncommon or unproductive due 
to shading, especially in industrial plantations. Such woody broadleaved plants 
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provide food for much wildlife – and even people. Preferentially leaving drought 
tolerant species may be a wise precaution, regarding the impending shift of climate 
into uncharted territory (see below).  
 
3. I appreciated your recognition of climate change as a major factor to be dealt with 
and your review of climate change studies applicable to western Oregon. However, 
your description of regional climates on p. 142 is oversimplified. The coastal fringe 
is strongly maritime due to frequent summer fogs, but nearly all BLM lands are 
more than 10 miles inland (beyond the Sitka spruce belt) and can experience 
extreme summer drought. I would classify the western Oregon BLM lands as 
generally Mediterranean (high winter and low summer precipitation) but with 
substantial variation in drought severity. Although it may be moist on average, the 
north coast range experiences periods of extreme fire danger, albeit less frequently 
than interior areas of SW Oregon. Fire danger is currently (as of early July) very high 
in the north coast range.  
 
     The estimates of climate change vulnerability in Table 3-24 are of interest, though 
uncertain given the uncertainties in future climate and little experimental evidence 
on how forests would actually respond to rapid regional climate change of the 
magnitude envisioned, including a doubling of CO2 levels. Perhaps the most 
immediate threat is widespread death of existing trees due to periods of extreme 
drought and heat in combination with insect/pathogen attacks. Drought-tolerant 
species should be less vulnerable to such a threat, i.e., ponderosa pine, western 
juniper, incense cedar, Oregon white oak, madrone and chinkapin. Incense cedar 
may also be more fire resistant than Douglas-fir (Chris Dunn, OSU School of Forestry 
2015 thesis defense). See the online appendix of Niinemets and Valladares (2006) 
for drought tolerance ratings for 800+ temperate northern hemisphere tree species, 
including nearly all of those of Table 3-24. I suggest that you include these tolerance 
ratings in this table, as they are likely more certain than the vulnerability ratings. 
 
     Regarding the recommended actions to deal with climate change given on p. 158, 
the long-term study of thinning effects by D’Amato et al. (2013) found that thinning 
young stands initially increased their drought resistance, but that this effect 
disappeared or was reversed some decades later. The study was done in the Great 
Lakes area, which typically receives substantial summer rain, and the degree to 
which its conclusions apply to western Oregon is uncertain. Nonetheless, it suggests 
caution in concluding that thinning will necessarily increase drought resistance in 
the long term. 
 
     Note that there seems to be an error in Fig. 3-29: The increase in annual min 
temperature for the Willamette Basin is too high. It should be the average of the four 
seasonal values shown in the figure.   
 
4. The EIS treats landslide dangers in the section on hydrology, but does not 
consider a major landslide trigger; a magnitude 8+ earthquake on the Cascadia fault 
that appears likely during this century. Summarizing current knowledge of 



 3 

earthquake risks, Olsen et al. (2015) state on p. 28 that “Oregon also experiences 
high seismicity. As an example, the Scott Mills (M 5.6) earthquake, a shallow, crustal 
earthquake, resulted in $30 million in damages. However, the most severe 
earthquakes in Oregon are derived from Cascadia subduction zone (CSZ), which is a 
convergent plate boundary extending from Vancouver Island to northern California 
(James et al. 2000). The CSZ has resulted in powerful earthquakes, which have 
occurred at least 40 times over the last 10,000 years, ranging from magnitude ~8 to 
~9. Geologists estimate that the probability that a CSZ earthquake will occur in the 
next 50 years ranges from about 7 – 15% for a magnitude 8.7 to 9.3 earthquake 
affecting the entire Pacific Northwest to about 37% for a magnitude 8.3 to 8.6 
earthquake affecting southern Oregon (OSSPAC 2013).” The last substantive 
Cascadia subduction zone earthquake was in January, 1700, with a magnitude of ~9. 
 
     Olsen et al. (2015) provide an extensive risk analysis of seismically generated 
landslides that should be consulted. A more conservative approach to road building 
and soil disturbance in the Coast Range – particularly in southern Oregon may be 
prudent. Given the gravity of the risk, discussion of potential earthquake effects is 
warranted. 
 
5. The section on invasive species should mention the major threat to North 
American ash trees posed by the emerald ash borer, which has nearly eliminated 
ashes in parts of the East and Midwest. To my knowledge, this insect hasn’t yet 
appeared in western Oregon, but my understanding is that all ash species are more 
or less vulnerable – even those in regions from which the borer came, which would 
be decimated but for natural enemies that keep the borer in check. 
 
     This section should also note that there is a new introduced pathogen that is 
killing chinkapins, particularly those near roads (Saavedra, Hansen and Goheen 
2007). As this tree is one of the few nut-bearing species in western Oregon and is 
threatened by Sudden Oak Death over its southerly range, management practices 
should be adjusted to reduce introduction of this new pathogen to areas where 
chinkapin is frequent.  
 
6. I was pleased to see that the BLM lands within 10 miles or so of Alsea Falls were 
nearly all designated as late successional reserves in your preferred alternative B, as 
this area contains a diversity of impressive trees, of both large diameter in the case 
of Douglas fir and impressive heights for this and other species. In searching these 
lands for the tallest specimens, I’ve found impressive heights for the following 
species, all on BLM lands within 7 miles of Alsea Falls: 
 
Species     Maximum height (ft.) 
Douglas-fir     288 
Western hemlock    220 
Western redcedar      218 
Western yew     65 
Big leaf maple    162 
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Red alder     146 
Chinkapin     115  
Bitter cherry     104 
Pacific dogwood    73 
 
The heights for the maple and alder are the greatest known among the few hunters 
of tall trees in the west coast region – pending new discoveries. Taller trees of these 
species undoubtedly exist on other BLM lands and the above listed finds have been 
quite serendipitous. Trees of great height are but one of the remarkable features to 
be discovered on these less-explored BLM lands. 
 
     To the south of Alsea Falls, in northernmost Lane county are some recently 
thinned forests with a substantive chinkapin component, mainly on south-facing 
slopes. These chinkapins may persist over much of this century, due to the removal 
of many of the second-growth Douglas-firs that would otherwise overtop them. 
Reserving such forests may allow this drought-tolerant, nut-bearing species to 
flourish. 
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     Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this draft resource management 
plan for Western Oregon. 
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Ülo Niinemets and Fernando Valladares. 2006. Tolerance to shade, drought, and waterlogging of temperate 
Northern Hemisphere trees and shrubs. Ecological Monographs 76:521–547. 

Appendix A. Shade, drought, and waterlogging tolerance for 806 species of woody plants from the temperate Northern 
hemisphere. As explained in the main article and Appendix B, tolerance scales range from 0 (no tolerance) to 5 
(maximal tolerance). Standard errors (SE) are provided for tolerance estimates derived from two or more data sources. 
The region of origin and foliage physiognomy (logical fields, Y/N, “Evergreen” and “Gymnosperm”) of each species 
are also shown. Two columns for the region of species origin are necessary to classify species that are native in two 
continents and for intercontinental hybrids (Data set1 and Data set 2). Species nomenclature follows the latest version 
of W 3TROPICOS database (Missouri Botanical Garden 2005) along with the Flora of China Checklist 
( http://mobot.mobot.org/W3T/Search/foc.html ). Microspecies that had been grouped together in the current analysis 
as aggregate species are also highlighted (logical field, Y/N, “Aggregate species”). 

Species Aggregate 
species Data set 1 Data set 2 Evergreen Gymnosperm Shade 

tolerance 
Drought 
tolerance 

Waterlogging 
tolerance 

Abelia × grandiflora (A. chinesis × A. 
uniflora) N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.5 2 1 

Abies alba N Europe Europe Y Y 4.6±0.06 1.81±0.28 1.02±0.02 

Abies amabilis N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.21±0.37 0.83±0.17 1 

Abies balsamea N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 5.01±0.09 1 2 

Abies concolor N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.33±0.28 1.91±0.12 1.02±0.02 

Abies firma N East Asia East Asia Y Y 4.5 3 1 

Abies fraseri N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 5±0 2 2 

Abies grandis N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.01±0.19 2.33±0.33 1.57±0.3 

Abies homolepis N East Asia East Asia Y Y 4.5 2.5±0.5 1.5 
Abies lasiocarpa N North North Y Y 4.83±0.15 2.02±0.02 0.97±0.04 



America America 

Abies magnifica N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 3.5±0.22 0.67±0.33 1 

Abies mariesii N East Asia East Asia Y Y 5 2 2±0.5 
Abies nordmanniana N Europe Europe Y Y 4.5 1 1.5 

Abies procera N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 2.45±0.42 2.5 1 

Abies sibirica N East Asia East Asia Y Y 4.09±0.32 1.41±0.15 1.57±0.16 
Abies veitchii N East Asia East Asia Y Y 4.5 2.5±0.5 2±0 

Acacia rigidula N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1 5 1 

Acer barbatum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.5 2.5±0.5 1 

Acer buergerianum N East Asia East Asia N N 3 2.75 1.53 
Acer campestre N Europe Europe N N 3.18±0.14 2.93±0.32 1.89±0.18 
Acer carpinfolium N East Asia East Asia N N 3.5 1 1.5 

Acer circinatum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.75±0.25 2 1 

Acer ginnala N East Asia East Asia N N 3±0 2.88±0.12 1.27±0.27 

Acer glabrum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.39±0.39 2.88±0.12 1.27±0.27 

Acer grandidentatum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3±0 2.63±0.13 1.27±0.27 

Acer griseum N East Asia East Asia N N 3±0 1.53 1.53 

Acer macrophyllum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.14±0.14 2 2 

Acer mono N East Asia East Asia N N 4.25±0.25 2.67±0.33 1.5±0.5 
Acer monspessulanum N Europe Europe N N 2.66±0 4.31±0.41 1.04 

Acer negundo N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.47±0.1 3.03±0.82 2.75±0.25 

Acer nigrum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3±0 3.35±0.35 1.52±0.48 

Acer opalus Y Europe Europe N N 3.48±0.1 3.72±0.17 1.04 
Acer palmatum N East Asia East Asia N N 4.19±0.31 1.77±0.23 1.52±0.49 



Acer pensylvanicum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.56±0.44 2 1 

Acer platanoides N Europe Europe N N 4.2±0.37 2.73±0.16 1.46±0.23 
Acer pseudoplatanus N Europe Europe N N 3.73±0.21 2.75±0.16 1.1±0.08 

Acer rubrum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.44±0.23 1.84±0.16 3.08±0.28 

Acer saccharinum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.6±0.31 2.88±0.12 3.37±0.22 

Acer saccharum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.76±0.11 2.25±0.25 1.09±0.08 

Acer spicatum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.31±0.19 2 2 

Acer tataricum N Europe Europe N N 3.48 3.37±0.32 1.47±0.06 
Acer truncatum N East Asia East Asia N N 3 2.75 1.53 

Aesculus californica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.5±0.5 2.88±0.12 1.77±0.23 

Aesculus flava N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.14±0.14 2 1.12±0.12 

Aesculus glabra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.49±0.3 2.88±0.12 1.27±0.27 

Aesculus hippocastanum N Europe Europe N N 3.43±0.27 2.82±0.15 1.39±0.17 

Aesculus pavia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 2±0 2 

Aesculus sylvatica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.56±0.44 2 2 

Aesculus turbinata N East Asia East Asia N N 3.5±0.29 2.17±0.17 3±0 
Aesculus × carnea (A. hippocastaneum × A. 
pavia) N North 

America Europe N N 3 2.75 1.53 

Ailanthus altissima N East Asia East Asia N N 2.44±0.44 2.96±0.12 1.52±0.27 
Alangium platanifolium N East Asia East Asia N N 3.09±0.42 2.5±0.5 1.5±0.5 
Albizia julibrissin N East Asia East Asia N N 1.17±0.17 4.47±0.47 1.52±0.48 
Alnus formosana N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5 2.5 2.5 
Alnus glutinosa N Europe Europe N N 2.71±0.5 2.22±0.66 3.9±0.2 
Alnus hirsuta N East Asia East Asia N N 1.25±0.25 2.5±0.5 2.67±0.33 



Alnus incana N Europe Europe N N 2.3±0.25 1.89±0.29 2.84±0.34 

Alnus incana ssp. rugosa N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1 2 2.85±0.25 

Alnus incana ssp. tenuifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.59±0.59 2.03±0.03 3.18±0.18 

Alnus japonica N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5±0.5 2 4±0 
Alnus maximowiczii N East Asia East Asia N N 1±0 2 3 

Alnus metoporina N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1 2 3 

Alnus oblongifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1 1 3 

Alnus pendula N East Asia East Asia N N 1.42±0.09 2 3 

Alnus rhombifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 1 3.5 

Alnus rubra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.83±0.21 2.5 2.56±0.72 

Alnus sieboldiana N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5±0.5 1.75±0.25 3±0 
Alnus viridis N Europe Europe N N 1.84±0.09 2.48±0.27 2.66±0.52 

Alnus viridis ssp. sinuata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 2 3 

Amelanchier alnifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3±0 2.88±0.12 1.02±0.02 

Amelanchier arborea N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.33±0.33 2.38±0.38 3.5±0.5 

Amelanchier canadensis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.86±0.14 2.52±0.52 1.39±0.39 

Amelanchier laevis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.06±0.06 3 3 

Amelanchier ovalis N Europe Europe N N 1.93 4.72 2.5 

Amelanchier utahensis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.5±0.5 4.47±0.47 1.02±0.02 

Andromeda polifolia N Europe North 
America Y N 1.2 0.53 4.27 

Aralia elata N East Asia East Asia N N 1.67±0.17 3 1 



Aralia spinosa N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.25±0.25 4 2 

Arbutus menziesii N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 3.32±0.34 3.83±0.17 1 

Arbutus unedo N Europe Europe Y N 2.66 3.9 1.04 

Arctostaphylos alpina N Europe North 
America Y N 1.93±0 2.62±0.42 2.5 

Arctostaphylos uva ursi N Europe North 
America Y N 1.93±0 3.88±0.84 2.5 

Ardisia sieboldii N East Asia East Asia Y N 4 2 1.5 

Asimina triloba N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.95±0.05 2 1.37±0.13 

Aucuba japonica N East Asia East Asia Y N 4.5±0 3 1.5±0.5 
Berberis amurensis N East Asia East Asia N N 1.75±0.25 3 1.75±0.25 
Berberis thunbergii N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5 3.5 1.5±0.5 
Berberis vulgaris N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.88 1.32±0.28 

Betula alleghaniensis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.17±0.16 3 2 

Betula apoiensis N East Asia East Asia N N 1±0 2 2 
Betula ermanii N East Asia East Asia N N 1.25±0.25 2 1.75±0.25 
Betula grossa N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5 2 1.5 
Betula humilis N Europe Europe N N 1.93 0.53 4.27 

Betula lenta N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.58±0.28 3 1 

Betula maximowicziana N East Asia East Asia N N 1.25±0.25 1.57 1.25±0.25 

Betula nana N Europe North 
America N N 1.56±0.19 0.11±0.42 4.27 

Betula nigra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.45±0.1 1.53±0.2 2.85±0.35 

Betula occidentalis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.28±0.55 1.27±0.27 2.63±0.37 

Betula papyrifera N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.54±0.16 2.02±0.3 1.25±0.15 

Betula pendula N Europe Europe N N 2.03±0.09 1.85±0.21 1.67±0.12 



Betula platyphylla N East Asia East Asia N N 1.25±0.25 2.5 1.83±0.17 

Betula populifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5±0.5 2.34±0.22 1 

Betula pubescens N Europe Europe N N 1.85±0.07 1.27±0.18 2.98±0.21 
Betula pubescens ssp. carpatica N Europe Europe N N 1.2 2.21 1.04 
Broussonetia kazinoki N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5 4 1.5 
Buddleja davidii N East Asia East Asia N N 1.56±0.19 3.46±0.42 1.04 
Buxus sempervirens N Europe Europe Y N 4.05±0.13 3.88±0 1.04 
Calluna vulgaris N Europe Europe Y N 1.56±0.19 2.21 3.19 

Calocedrus decurrens N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 3.21±0.53 3.79±0.11 1.27±0.27 

Camellia japonica N East Asia East Asia Y N 4±0.29 2 1±0 
Caragana arborescens N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5 4 1 
Caragana frutex N Europe Europe N N 1.5 2.5 1 
Carpinus betulus N Europe Europe N N 3.97±0.12 2.66±0.16 1.65±0.06 

Carpinus caroliniana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.58±0.21 2.02±0.02 2.3±0.5 

Carpinus cordata N East Asia East Asia N N 3.5±0 2 2.5±0.5 
Carpinus laxiflora N East Asia East Asia N N 3±0.29 2 2 
Carpinus tschonoskii N East Asia East Asia N N 2.83±0.44 3 1.5 

Carya aquatica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.95 2±0 4.25±0.22 

Carya cordiformis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.07±0.07 4 2.5±0.5 

Carya glabra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.69±0.35 4±0 1.16±0.08 

Carya illinoiensis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.74±0.26 2 2.98±0.45 

Carya laciniosa N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.42 2 1.48±0.36 

Carya myristiciformis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.71±0.71 2 2 

Carya ovata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.4±0.29 3 1.38±0.08 



Carya pallida N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.56 4 1 

Carya tomentosa N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.2±0.48 3 1.26±0.11 

Castanea crenata N East Asia East Asia N N 3 2.5 1 

Castanea dentata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.06±0.06 3 1 

Castanea mollissima N East Asia East Asia N N 1.67±0.33 2.63±0.13 1.27±0.27 

Castanea pumila N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.5 4 1 

Castanea sativa N Europe Europe N N 3.15±0.23 3.46±0.18 1.32±0.28 
Castanopsis cuspidata N East Asia East Asia Y N 4.07±0.23 2.5±0.5 2 
Castanopsis eyrei N East Asia East Asia Y N 3 3 1.5 
Castanopsis lamontii N East Asia East Asia Y N 4 2 2 
Castanopsis sieboldii N East Asia East Asia Y N 4±0.29 3 2 

Catalpa bignonioides N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.67±0.33 2.58±0.3 1.27±0.27 

Catalpa speciosa N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.33±0.33 4.22±0.35 1.27±0.27 

Cedrus deodara N East Asia East Asia Y Y 2.59±0.41 3.85±0.15 1.02±0.02 
Cedrus libani N Europe Europe Y Y 1.35 2.75 1.03 

Celtis laevigata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.31±0.58 3.56±0.3 2.73±0.27 

Celtis occidentalis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.17±0.17 3.85±0.15 2.65±0.16 

Celtis tenuifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.56 4 1 

Cephalanthus occidentalis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.75±1.25 3 4.92±0.08 

Cercidiphyllum japonicum N East Asia East Asia N N 2.34±0.34 1.53 2.14±0.37 

Cercis canadensis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3±0 4.05±0.4 1.31±0.09 

Cercis occidentalis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.09±0.09 3.35±0.35 1.03 



Cercocarpus ledifolius N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 1.35 4.97±0.03 1.27±0.27 

Chamaecyparis lawsoniana N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 3.67±0.38 2.06±0.58 1.02±0.02 

Chamaecyparis nootkatensis N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.15±0.32 2 1.9±0.1 

Chamaecyparis obtusa N East Asia East Asia Y Y 4.38±0.13 2.88±0.13 1.52±0.49 

Chamaecyparis thyoides N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 3.5±0.18 1±0 4.04±0.54 

Chamaecytisus ratisbonensis N Europe Europe N N 2.66 3.88 1.04 
Chamaecytisus supinus N Europe Europe N N 1.93 4.72 1.04 

Chamaedaphne calyculata N Europe North 
America Y N 1.93 0.53 4.27 

Chamaespartium sagittale N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.88 1.04 

Chilopsis linearis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.67±0.33 3.85±0.15 1.27±0.27 

Chimaphila umbellata N Europe North 
America Y N 3.38 3.88 1.77 

Chionanthus virginicus N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.83±0.83 2.42±0.22 1.51±0.29 

Chrysoplepis chrysophylla N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 3 4 1 

Cinnamomum camphora N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.5±0.29 2.75±0.25 1.5 
Citrus limon N East Asia East Asia Y N 2 3 1 
Citrus sinensis N East Asia East Asia Y N 2 4 1 
Citrus × paradisi (C. maxima × C. sinensis) N East Asia East Asia Y N 2 3 1 

Cladrastis lutea N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2.88±0.12 1.02±0.02 

Clematis alpina N Europe Europe N N 3.38 3.04 1.04 
Clerodendrum trichotomum N East Asia East Asia N N 1.33±0.33 3 2 

Clethra alnifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2 3.5±0.5 

Clethra barbinervis N East Asia East Asia N N 2 2.75±0.75 2.75±0.25 
Cleyera japonica N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.5±0.29 2 1.75±0.25 



Colutea arborescens N Europe Europe N N 3.38 3.88 1.02±0.02 

Cornus alternifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 1.77±0.23 1.02±0.02 

Cornus amomum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2 3±0 

Cornus controversa N East Asia East Asia N N 2±0.5 2.5±0.5 2±0 

Cornus florida N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.87±0.12 2.92±0.08 1.1±0.06 

Cornus kousa N East Asia East Asia N N 3 1.53 1.03 
Cornus mas N Europe Europe N N 2.68±0.33 3.17±0.42 1.77±0 

Cornus nuttallii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.5 2 1 

Cornus racemosa N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 3 1.5±0.5 

Cornus sanguinea N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.04 1.88±0.11 

Cornus sericea N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.86±0.14 2.48±0.27 2.12±0.15 

Coronilla emerus N Europe Europe N N 1.93 4.72 1.04 

Corylus americana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.5±0.5 2.88±0.12 1.27±0.27 

Corylus avellana N Europe Europe N N 3.53±0.23 3.04 1.68±0.09 
Corylus colurna N Europe Europe N N 1.35 3.13±0.37 1.53 

Corylus cornuta N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2.88±0.12 1.27±0.27 

Corylus heterophylla N East Asia East Asia N N 3.5±0.5 2.75±0.25 1.75±0.25 
Corylus sieboldiana N East Asia East Asia N N 3.5±0.5 2.5±0.5 2±0 
Cotinus coggygria N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.74±0.14 1.04±0 

Cotinus obovatus N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 3.69 1.03 

Cotoneaster bullatus N East Asia East Asia N N 1.93 3.88 1.04 
Cotoneaster horizontalis N East Asia East Asia N N 3.38 3.46 1.04 
Cotoneaster integerrimus N Europe Europe N N 1.2±0 3.46±0 1.04 
Cotoneaster integrifolius N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.46 1.04 
Cotoneaster simonsii N East Asia East Asia Y N 2.66 3.04 1.04 



Cotoneaster tomentosus N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.46 1.04 

Cowania mexicana N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 1.35 4.95 1.03 

Crataegus chlorosarca N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5 3 1 

Crataegus crus galli N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.67±0.33 4.98±0.02 1.27±0.27 

Crataegus laevigata agg. Y Europe Europe N N 2.45±0.28 2.9±0.15 1.1±0.08 
Crataegus maximowiczii N East Asia East Asia N N 2 3 1 
Crataegus monogyna agg. Y Europe Europe N N 1.93±0 3.46±0.42 1.68±0.09 

Crataegus phaenopyrum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.59±0.41 2.88±0.12 1.27±0.27 

Crataegus viridis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.67±0.33 3.85±0.15 2.13±0.13 

Crataegus × lavallei (C. stipulacea × C. crus 
galli) N North 

America Europe N N 3.25±0.25 3.69 1.27±0.27 

Cryptomeria japonica N East Asia East Asia Y Y 3.17±0.44 2.75±0.25 2±1 

Cupressus arizonica N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.42±0.08 4.47±0.47 1.02±0.02 

Cupressus sempervirens N Europe Europe Y Y 1.35 4.95 1.03 
Cydonia oblonga N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.88 1.77 
Cytisus scoparius N Europe Europe Y N 1.2±0 3.46±0.42 1.04 
Daboecia cantabrica N Europe Europe Y N 1.2 3.04 3.19 
Daphne alpina N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.88 1.04 
Daphne cneorum N Europe Europe Y N 2.66 3.88 1.77 
Daphne kamtschatica N East Asia East Asia N N 4.17±0.44 2 1 
Daphne laureola N Europe Europe Y N 2.66±0 3.46±0.42 1.04 
Daphne mezereum N Europe Europe N N 4.11±0 3.04±0 1.04 
Daphne striata N Europe Europe Y N 1.93 3.88 1.04 
Daphniphyllum macropodum N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.5±0.29 2.5±0.5 2.5±0.5 

Diospyros virginiana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.21±0.21 1.5±0.5 2.6±0.21 

Distylium racemosum N East Asia East Asia Y N 4.25±0.25 2 1.6±0.4 
Dorycnium germanicum N Europe Europe N N 1.93 4.72 1.04 



Dryas octopetala N Europe North 
America Y N 1.02±0.09 3.88±0 2.5 

Elaeagnus angustifolia N Europe Europe N N 1.35 4.47±0.47 1.52±0.48 

Empetrum hermaphroditum N Europe North 
America Y N 1.2 2.21 3.91 

Empetrum nigrum N Europe North 
America Y N 1.93±0 2.21±0 3.91 

Erica ciliaris N Europe Europe Y N 1.2 1.37 3.91 
Erica cinerea N Europe Europe Y N 1.93±0 3.04±0 1.77 
Erica erigena N Europe Europe Y N 1.2 0.53 2.83 
Erica mackaiana N Europe Europe Y N 1.2 0.53 3.19 
Erica tetralix N Europe Europe Y N 1.2±0 0.53±0 3.19 
Erica vagans N Europe Europe Y N 1.2 2.21 2.83 
Eriobotrya japonica N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.33±0.33 3.35±0.35 2.27 
Euonymus alatus N East Asia East Asia N N 4.33±0.33 2 2 

Euonymus americanus N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 2.5 2 

Euonymus europaeus N Europe Europe N N 3.02±0.19 3.04±0 2.11 
Euonymus latifolius N Europe Europe N N 4.11 3.04 1.77 
Euonymus oxyphyllus N East Asia East Asia N N 3.67±0.67 3 2 
Euonymus sieboldianus N East Asia East Asia N N 2.75±0.25 3 2.5±0.5 
Euonymus verrucosus N Europe Europe N N 3.38 3.04 1.77 
Eurya japonica N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.83±0.17 2.5±0.5 1.5 
Fagus crenata N East Asia East Asia N N 5±0 1.75 1.75±0.25 
Fagus engleriana N East Asia East Asia N N 4.5 1 1.2 

Fagus grandifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.75±0.14 1.5±0.32 1.5±0.06 

Fagus hayatae N East Asia East Asia N N 4.5 1.5 1 
Fagus japonica N East Asia East Asia N N 4.5 2 1.5±0.5 
Fagus longipetiolata N East Asia East Asia N N 4.5 1.5 1.2 
Fagus lucida N East Asia East Asia N N 4 1 1.2 
Fagus orientalis N Europe Europe N N 4.2 2.7 1 
Fagus sylvatica N Europe Europe N N 4.56±0.11 2.4±0.43 1.02±0.01 



Forestiera acuminata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 2 4.89±0.11 

Frangula alnus N Europe Europe N N 2.66±0 1.37±0 3.19±0 

Fraxinus americana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.46±0.21 2.38±0.38 2.59±0.18 

Fraxinus anomala N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.17±0.17 2.88±0.12 1.27±0.27 

Fraxinus caroliniana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.5 2±0 5±0 

Fraxinus excelsior N Europe Europe N N 2.66±0.13 2.5±0.25 2.7±0.3 
Fraxinus lanuginosa N East Asia East Asia N N 3.25±0.25 2.5±0.5 2 

Fraxinus latifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2 3 

Fraxinus mandshurica N East Asia East Asia N N 2.75±0.75 1.75±0.25 3.25±0.25 

Fraxinus nigra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.96±0.43 2 3.5 

Fraxinus ornus N Europe Europe N N 3.02±0.38 4.31±0.41 2.5 

Fraxinus pennsylvanica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.11±0.11 3.85±0.15 2.98±0.25 

Fraxinus platypoda N East Asia East Asia N N 3 2 3 

Fraxinus profunda N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2 5±0 

Fraxinus quadrangulata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.84±0.34 2.75 1.53 

Fraxinus velutina N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.5±0.5 3.35±0.35 1.77±0.23 

Fumana procumbens N Europe Europe Y N 1.2 4.72 1.04 
Gardenia jasminoides N East Asia East Asia Y N 2.5 2 1 

Gaultheria shallon N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 3 2 2.5 

Genista anglica N Europe Europe Y N 1.2±0 3.46±0.42 1.77 
Genista germanica N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.88 1.77 
Genista pilosa N Europe Europe Y N 1.56±0.19 3.46±0.42 1.41 
Genista tinctoria N Europe Europe N N 1.2±0 3.88±0 1.77 



Ginkgo biloba N East Asia East Asia N Y 1.34±0.33 3.99±0.47 1.13±0.27 

Gleditsia aquatica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2 2 4.38±0.3 

Gleditsia triacanthos N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.61±0.2 4.98±0.02 2.69±0.25 

Gordonia lasianthus N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 3 2±0 4.07±0.93 

Gymnocladus dioica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.5±0.5 3.69 1.14±0.11 

Halesia carolina N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.11 2±0 3 

Hamamelis virginiana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2 1.5±0.5 

Helianthemum alpestre Y Europe Europe Y N 1.22 3.88 1.04 
Helianthemum apenninum N Europe Europe Y N 1.22±0 4.72±0 1.04 
Helianthemum canum N Europe Europe Y N 1.22±0 4.72±0 1.04 
Helianthemum nummularium Y Europe Europe Y N 1.56±0.21 4.2±0.2 1.04 

Heteromeles arbutifolia N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 1.5 4.5 1 

Hibiscus rosa sinensis N East Asia East Asia Y N 1 3 2 
Hippophae rhamnoides N Europe Europe N N 1.2±0 3.46±0.42 1.88±0.11 
Hydrangea macrophylla N East Asia East Asia N N 2.92±0.58 3 3 
Hydrangea paniculata N East Asia East Asia N N 2.33±0.33 3 2 
Hyssopus officinalis N Europe Europe Y N 1.2 4.72 1.04 
Ilex aquifolium N Europe Europe Y N 3.86±0.19 3.04±0 1.39±0.39 

Ilex cassine N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 4 2.5±0.5 4 

Ilex cornuta N East Asia East Asia Y N 3±1 3 2 

Ilex decidua N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 2 2.8±0.21 

Ilex opaca N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 4.28±0.37 2.92±0.08 1.93±0.11 

Ilex verticillata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2 3.6±0.54 



Ilex vomitoria N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2.5 4.5±0.5 1 

Illicium anisatum N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.83±0.17 2.5 2 

Itea virginica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 2 4.5±0.5 

Juglans ailanthifolia N East Asia East Asia N N 2.75±0.75 2 2 

Juglans cinerea N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.88±0.21 2.38±0.38 1.27±0.27 

Juglans major N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.35 4.95 1.77±0.23 

Juglans nigra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.93±0.25 2.38±0.38 1.83±0.27 

Juglans regia N Europe Europe N N 2.27±0.24 2.98±0.22 1.42±0.09 
Juniperus chinensis N East Asia East Asia Y Y 1.35 4.97±0.03 1.02±0.02 

Juniperus communis N Europe North 
America Y Y 1.71±0.52 4.41±0.59 2.07±0.07 

Juniperus deppeana N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 2 5 1 

Juniperus monosperma N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 2 5 1 

Juniperus occidentalis N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.67±0.16 5 1 

Juniperus osteosperma N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.84±0.16 4.97±0.03 1.02±0.02 

Juniperus sabina N Europe Europe Y Y 1.93 4.72 1.04 

Juniperus scopulorum N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.48±0.27 4.97±0.03 1.02±0.02 

Juniperus sibirica N Europe Europe Y Y 1.2 4.07±0.19 2.14 

Juniperus silicicola N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.5 5±0 1.5 

Juniperus virginiana N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.28±0.09 4.65±0.33 1.19±0.12 

Kalmia angustifolia N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 1.61±0.28 1.68±0.22 2.75±0.18 



Kalmia latifolia N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2.5 4.5 1±0 

Kalopanax pictus N East Asia East Asia N N 3±0 2.75±0.25 1.5±0.5 
Koelreuteria paniculata N East Asia East Asia N N 2.09±0.09 4.47±0.47 1.27±0.27 
Laburnum × watereri (L. alpinum × L. 
anagyroides ) N North 

America Europe N N 1.17±0.17 2.38±0.38 1.53 

Laburnum alpinum N Europe Europe N N 1 2 2 

Laburnum anagyroides N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1 3 1.5 

Lagerstroemia indica N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5±0.5 2.88±0.12 1.02±0.02 
Larix decidua N Europe Europe N Y 1.46±0.29 2.31±0.55 1.1±0.08 
Larix gmelinii N East Asia East Asia N Y 1.23 2.3 3.11 
Larix kaempferi N East Asia East Asia N Y 1.38±0.21 3±1 1.58±0.43 

Larix laricina N North 
America 

North 
America N Y 0.98±0.09 2 3 

Larix lyallii N North 
America 

North 
America N Y 1±0 3 1 

Larix occidentalis N North 
America 

North 
America N Y 1.35±0.23 2.42±0.08 1 

Larix sibirica N East Asia East Asia N Y 1.35±0.15 1.63±0.26 1.92±0.15 
Larix × eurolepis (L. decidua × L. kaempferi) N East Asia Europe N Y 1.5 2.5 1 
Larix × marschlinsii (L. sibirica × L. 
kaempferi) N East Asia East Asia N Y 1.56 2.21 1.04 

Ledum palustre N Europe North 
America Y N 2.66 0.53 4.27 

Lembotropis nigricans N Europe Europe N N 2.66 3.88 1.04 
Leucothoe grayana N East Asia East Asia Y N 3±0 3.25±0.75 2.5±0.5 
Ligustrum lucidum N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.5±0 2.5 2 
Ligustrum ovalifolium N East Asia East Asia N N 1.93±0.01 3.04 1.41 
Ligustrum vulgare N Europe Europe N N 2.29±0.19 3.46±0.42 1.88±0.11 

Lindera benzoin N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2 3±0 

Lindera umbellata N East Asia East Asia N N 2.88±0.63 3 2.75±0.25 
Linnaea borealis N Europe North Y N 3.38±0 3.04±0 1.77 



America 

Liquidambar styraciflua N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.59±0.14 2.92±0.08 2.69±0.14 

Liriodendron tulipifera N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.07±0.27 2.6±0.3 1.3±0.12 

Lithocarpus densiflorus N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 3.67±0.33 4 1 

Loiseleuria procumbens N Europe Europe Y N 1.02±0.09 3.88±0 1.04 
Lonicera alpigena N Europe Europe N N 3.75 2.21 1.77 

Lonicera caerulea N Europe North 
America N N 3.38 1.37 3.19 

Lonicera nigra N Europe Europe N N 3.75 3.04 2.5 
Lonicera xylosteum N Europe Europe N N 3.38±0 3.04±0 1.88±0.11 
Lycium barbarum N East Asia East Asia N N 1.93±0 3.04±0 1.77 
Lycium chinense N East Asia East Asia N N 1.93 3.04 2.14 

Maclura pomifera N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.45±0.29 4.22±0.35 1.27±0.27 

Magnolia acuminata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.03±0.03 1.27±0.27 1.52±0.48 

Magnolia ashei N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2±0 2 

Magnolia denudata N East Asia East Asia N N 2 2 1.5 

Magnolia fraseri N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.06±0.06 2±0 1 

Magnolia grandiflora N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 4.5±0.5 2.88±0.12 1.41±0.39 

Magnolia kobus N East Asia East Asia N N 3 2.88±0.12 2.5 
Magnolia liliflora N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5 2.5 1 

Magnolia macrophylla N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.11 1 1 

Magnolia obovata N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5±0.5 2 2 
Magnolia stellata N East Asia East Asia N N 3±0 1.77±0.23 3 

Magnolia tripetala N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.06±0.06 2 1 



Magnolia virginiana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3±0 1.5±0.5 3.65±0.44 

Magnolia X loebneri (M. kobus × M. stellata) N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 1.53 1.03 

Magnolia X soulangeana (M. denudata × M. 
liliflora) N East Asia East Asia N N 3 1.77±0.23 1.02±0.02 

Mahonia aquifolium N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 3.24±0.24 3.94±0.06 1.45±0.05 

Mallotus japonicus N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5 3.5 1 

Malus angustifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 2.5 1 

Malus domestica N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.04 1.04 
Malus pumila N Europe Europe N N 2.17 3.13±0.37 1.52±0.02 
Malus sieboldii N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5±0.5 3 1 
Malus sylvestris N Europe Europe N N 2.32±0.2 3.16±0.18 1.68±0.09 
Melia azedarach N East Asia East Asia N N 3 2.85±0.85 1.77±0.23 
Mespilus germanica N Europe Europe N N 2.66 3.88 1.04 
Metasequoia glyptostroboides N East Asia East Asia N Y 3 2.38±0.38 1.52±0.48 
Morus alba N East Asia East Asia N N 1.35 2.88±0.12 1.27±0.27 
Morus bombycis N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5±0.76 3 1.5 

Morus rubra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.34±0.16 2.88±0.12 1.57±0.16 

Myrica californica N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2.5 2 2 

Myrica cerifera N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2 3±0 3.5±0.5 

Myrica gale N Europe North 
America Y N 1.2±0 0.53±0 4.27 

Myricaria germanica N Europe Europe N N 1.2 1.37 2.5 

Nyssa aquatica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.47±0.53 1±0 5±0 

Nyssa biflora N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2 1 5±0 

Nyssa ogeche N North North N N 4 2 4.84±0.16 



America America 

Nyssa sylvatica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.52±0.28 2±0 1.87±0.2 

Ostrya carpinifolia N Europe Europe N N 3.94±0.18 3.07±0.17 1.41 
Ostrya japonica N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5±0.5 3 2 

Ostrya knowltonii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.83 3.69 1.03 

Ostrya virginiana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4.58±0.21 3.25±0.38 1.07±0.06 

Oxydendrum arboreum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.7±0.35 3±0 1.12±0.12 

Pachysandra terminalis N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.92±0.09 2 1 
Paulownia tomentosa N East Asia East Asia N N 2 3 1 

Persea borbonia N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 4 2 3.57±0.43 

Persea japonica N East Asia East Asia Y N 4.25±0.25 2 1 
Persea thunbergii N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.35±0.15 3 1 
Phellodendron amurense N East Asia East Asia N N 1.67±0.33 4.1±0.5 2.27 

Photinia pyrifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2 2 3±0 

Physocarpus opulifolius N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 4 1±0 

Picea abies N Europe Europe Y Y 4.45±0.5 1.75±0.41 1.22±0.12 

Picea breweriana N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 3.76±0.24 1.83±0.17 1 

Picea engelmannii N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.53±0.07 2.58±0.3 1.02±0.02 

Picea glauca N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.15±0.17 2.88±0.12 1.02±0.02 

Picea glehnii N East Asia East Asia Y Y 4±0.29 2.5 2.5±0.5 
Picea jezoensis N East Asia East Asia Y Y 4.25±0.25 2 1 

Picea mariana N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.08±0.18 2 2 

Picea obovata N East Asia East Asia Y Y 3.82 1.86 2.07 



Picea omorika N Europe Europe Y Y 4.65 2.75 1.03 

Picea pungens N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 3.54±0.32 2.88±0.12 1.02±0.02 

Picea rubens N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.39±0.39 2.5 2 

Picea sitchensis N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 3.85±0.36 1.52±0.15 1.99±0.22 

Pinus albicaulis N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1 5 1 

Pinus aristata N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.25±0.25 4.97±0.03 1.02±0.02 

Pinus attenuata N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.5 3 1 

Pinus balfouriana N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1 5 1 

Pinus banksiana N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.36±0.33 4 1 

Pinus bungeana N East Asia East Asia Y Y 1 2.88±0.12 1.02±0.02 
Pinus cembra N Europe Europe Y Y 2.87±0.3 3.01±0.43 1.04 

Pinus clausa N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 2.21 2.25±0.25 2.5 

Pinus contorta ssp. contorta N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.73±0.24 4.04±0.38 2.7±0.4 

Pinus contorta ssp. latifolia N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.48 4.21±0.38 2±0.5 

Pinus coulteri N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.5 3.5 2 

Pinus densiflora N East Asia East Asia Y Y 1.35 3.38±0.63 1.03 

Pinus echinata N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.86±0.36 4 1.16±0.08 

Pinus edulis N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.44±0.05 4.97±0.03 1.02±0.02 

Pinus elliotti N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 2.65±0.32 3.5 2.57±0.57 



Pinus flexilis N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.56±0.15 4.72±0.22 1.02±0.02 

Pinus glabra N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.5 2.5±0.5 3.09±0.91 

Pinus halepensis N Europe Europe Y Y 1.35 4.97±0.03 0.95±0.05 

Pinus jeffreyi N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.74±0.26 4.17±0.17 0.95±0.05 

Pinus koraiensis N East Asia East Asia Y Y 2 3 1.5 

Pinus lambertiana N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 2.66±0.14 2.67±0.33 1 

Pinus monophylla N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.17±0.17 4.97±0.03 1.02±0.02 

Pinus monticola N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 2.97±0.02 2.42±0.22 1.02±0.02 

Pinus mugo N Europe Europe Y Y 1.72±0.18 4.23±0.47 1.03±0.01 

Pinus muricata N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 2 2 1 

Pinus nigra N Europe Europe Y Y 2.1±0.43 4.38±0.47 1.39±0.38 

Pinus palustris N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 0.87±0.13 4.75±0.25 2 

Pinus parviflora N East Asia East Asia Y Y 1.68±0.33 3.38±0.63 1.03 

Pinus ponderosa N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.64±0.15 4.32±0.32 1.02±0.02 

Pinus radiata N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 2.97±0.03 3 1 

Pinus resinosa N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.89±0.21 3 1 

Pinus rigida N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.99±0.51 4 2 

Pinus sabiniana N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1 4.5 1 

Pinus serotina N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.47 3 3.5±0.4 

Pinus sibirica N East Asia East Asia Y Y 1.93 3.13 3.32 



Pinus strobiformis N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.35 2.88±0.12 1.52±0.48 

Pinus strobus N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 3.21±0.2 2.29±0.38 1.03±0.02 

Pinus sylvestris N Europe Europe Y Y 1.67±0.33 4.34±0.47 2.63±0.08 

Pinus taeda N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.99±0.51 4.5±0.5 1.08±0.08 

Pinus thunbergii N East Asia East Asia Y Y 1.35 4.03±0.18 1.02±0.02 
Pinus uncinata N Europe Europe Y Y 1.2 3.88 1.77 

Pinus virginiana N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 1.99±0.51 4 1.5 

Pinus wallichiana N East Asia East Asia Y Y 1.35 2.75 1.03 
Pistacia chinensis N East Asia East Asia N N 1.35 4.95 1.53 
Pistacia vera N Europe Europe N N 1.17±0.17 4.95 1.53 
Pittosporum tobira N East Asia East Asia Y N 2.75±0.25 4 1 

Planera aquatica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 2±0 4.89±0.11 

Platanus occidentalis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.86±0.16 2.25±0.25 2.71±0.15 

Platanus orientalis N Europe Europe N N 3 3.5 2 
Platanus × acerifolia (P. orientalis × P. 
occidentalis) N North 

America Europe Y N 3 3.35±0.35 2.63±0.37 

Polygala chamaebuxus N Europe Europe Y N 2.66 2.21 1.04 
Populus alba N Europe Europe N N 2.3±0.25 2.67±0.23 1.84±0.07 

Populus angustifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.35 1.77±0.23 2.63±0.37 

Populus balsamifera N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.27±0.14 1.77±0.23 2.63±0.37 

Populus deltoides N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.76±0.38 1.57±0.23 3.03±0.27 

Populus fremontii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.35 2.88±0.12 2.63±0.37 

Populus grandidentata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.21±0.27 2.5 2 



Populus heterophylla N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.24±0.24 2 4 

Populus maximowiczii N East Asia East Asia N N 1±0 2 2.75±0.25 
Populus nigra N Europe Europe N N 2.46±0.09 2.2±0.38 3.7±0.3 

Populus sargentii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 2 3.48±0.28 

Populus sieboldii N East Asia East Asia N N 1±0 2.75±0.25 1.5 
Populus tremula N Europe Europe N N 2.22±0.07 2.85±0.25 2.07±0.04 

Populus tremuloides N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.21±0.18 1.77±0.23 1.77±0.23 

Populus trichocarpa N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.27±0.27 1.77±0.23 1.35±0.26 

Populus × acuminata (P. angustifolia × . P. 
deltoides) N North 

America 
North 
America N N 1.85 2 3 

Populus × canadensis (P. deltoides × P. 
nigra) N North 

America Europe N N 1.67±0.33 1.77±0.23 2.13±0.13 

Populus × canescens (P. alba × P. tremula) N Europe Europe N N 2.66 2.21 1.77 

Prosopis juliflora N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.17±0.17 4.95 1.03 

Prunus armeniaca N Europe Europe N N 1.35 2.75 1.03 
Prunus avium N Europe Europe N N 3.33±0.33 2.66±0.22 1.19±0.17 

Prunus caroliniana N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 1.5 3 1 

Prunus cerasifera N Europe Europe N N 2.45±0.28 2.9±0.15 1.77 
Prunus cerasus N Europe Europe N N 2.66±0 3.11±0.43 1.04±0 
Prunus domestica N Europe Europe N N 1.93 2.9±0.15 1.02±0.01 
Prunus fruticosa N Europe Europe N N 1.47±0.28 4.31±0.41 1.41 
Prunus glandulosa N East Asia East Asia N N 2 3 1 

Prunus ilicifolia N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2 3.5 1.5 

Prunus japonica N East Asia East Asia Y N 3±0.5 2 1.1 
Prunus laurocerasus N Europe Europe Y N 4.11 2.21 1.41 
Prunus lusitanica N Europe Europe Y N 2.5 3.5 1 
Prunus maackii N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5 2 1.5 



Prunus mahaleb N Europe Europe N N 2.29±0.38 4.31±0.41 1.2±0.2 
Prunus mume N East Asia East Asia N N 2 2.5 1.1 
Prunus padus N Europe Europe N N 3.26±0.09 1.93±0.1 3.19±0 
Prunus persica N East Asia East Asia N N 1.67±0.33 2.38±0.38 1.02±0.02 

Prunus pumila N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.5±0.5 3 1 

Prunus sargentii N East Asia East Asia N N 2.13±0.09 2.88±0.12 1.62±0.39 

Prunus serotina N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.46±0.34 3.02±0.02 1.06±0.06 

Prunus serrulata N East Asia East Asia N N 2.34±0.16 2.75 1.43 
Prunus spinosa N Europe Europe N N 1.86±0.44 3.46±0.42 1.68±0.09 
Prunus ssiori N East Asia East Asia N N 3±0 2 1.5±0.5 
Prunus subhirtella N East Asia East Asia N N 2.09±0.09 2.38±0.38 1.32±0.02 
Prunus tomentosa N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5 3 1 

Prunus umbellata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2 2 1 

Prunus virginiana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.59±0.41 2.88±0.12 1.11±0.15 

Prunus × incam (P. incisa × P. campanulata) N East Asia East Asia N N 2 2.5 1.3 
Prunus × yedoensis (P. serrulata × P. 
subhirtella) N East Asia East Asia N N 2.17 2.88±0.12 1.22±0.02 

Pseudotsuga macrocarpa N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 2.5 4 1 

Pseudotsuga menziesii N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 2.78±0.18 2.62±0.41 1.79±0.12 

Ptelea trifoliata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.59±0.41 2.58±0.3 1.52±0.48 

Pterocarya rhoifolia N East Asia East Asia N N 2.25±0.25 1.75±0.25 2.25±0.25 
Pterostyrax hispida N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5 2±0.5 2±0.5 
Pyrus calleryana N East Asia East Asia N N 1.35 4.47±0.47 1.77±0.23 
Pyrus communis N Europe Europe N N 2.72±0.23 2.73±0.38 1.15±0.11 
Pyrus cordata N Europe Europe N N 2.66 3.04 2.14 
Pyrus pyraster N Europe Europe N N 2.26±0.42 3.31±0.59 1.77 
Pyrus ussuriensis N East Asia East Asia N N 2.09±0.09 3.35±0.35 1.27±0.27 



Quercus acuta N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.33±0.44 3.5 1.5 
Quercus acutissima N East Asia East Asia N N 2.3±0.2 3.99±0.49 1.64±0.37 

Quercus agrifolia N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2 5 1 

Quercus alba N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.85±0.17 3.56±0.3 1.43±0.14 

Quercus aliena N East Asia East Asia N N 2.85±0.35 3±0.5 1.75±0.25 

Quercus austrina N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 5 1 

Quercus bicolor N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.98±0.02 3.35±0.35 2.58±0.28 

Quercus cerris N Europe Europe N N 2.55±0.11 4.29±0.21 1.29±0.25 

Quercus chapmanii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 5 1 

Quercus chrysolepis N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2.5±0.5 5 1 

Quercus coccinea N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.07±0.2 4 1 

Quercus crispula N East Asia East Asia N N 3.25±0.25 3 2.13±0.38 
Quercus dentata N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5 3.75±0.25 1±0 

Quercus douglasii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2 5 1 

Quercus dumosa N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2 5 1 

Quercus emoryi N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 3 4 1 

Quercus falcata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.5 5 1.65±0.32 

Quercus gambelii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.09±0.09 4.97±0.03 1.27±0.27 

Quercus garryana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.4±0.3 5±0 2 

Quercus gilva N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.4±0.38 2.7 2.5 
Quercus glauca N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.25±0.25 4 1.5 



Quercus ilex N Europe Europe Y N 3.02±0.19 4.72±0 1.04 

Quercus imbricaria N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.09±0.09 3.85±0.15 2.43±0.21 

Quercus incana N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2.5 4.5±0.5 1.5 

Quercus kelloggii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.55 4.33±0.33 1 

Quercus laevis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2 5±0 1 

Quercus laurifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.34±0.34 3±0 2.59±0.41 

Quercus lobata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3±0 3 1 

Quercus lyrata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.97±0.03 1 4.58±0.27 

Quercus macrocarpa N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.71±0.27 3.85±0.15 1.82±0.15 

Quercus marilandica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 4 1 

Quercus muehlenbergii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.22±0.44 4.97±0.03 1.26±0.15 

Quercus multinervis N East Asia East Asia Y N 2.7 3 1.5 

Quercus myrtifolia N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 1.5 4.5±0.5 1 

Quercus nigra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.24±0.76 3±0 2.47±0.53 

Quercus nuttallii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.24±0.76 1 3.94±0.45 

Quercus pagoda N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.24±0.76 2.5 2.09±0.09 

Quercus palustris N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.49±0.51 2.38±0.38 3.49±0.17 

Quercus petraea N Europe Europe N N 2.73±0.27 3.02±0.15 1.2±0.2 
Quercus phellos N North North N N 2 1 2.89±0.44 



America America 

Quercus prinus N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.85±0.18 3.5±0.5 1 

Quercus pubescens N Europe Europe N N 2.31±0.22 4.1±0.25 1.39±0.39 
Quercus robur N Europe Europe N N 2.45±0.28 2.95±0.31 1.89±0.18 

Quercus rubra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.75±0.18 2.88±0.12 1.12±0.06 

Quercus salicina N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.5±0 3.5 1 
Quercus serrata N East Asia East Asia N N 3 3 1.75±0.25 
Quercus sessilifolia N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.35±0.15 3 1.5±0.5 

Quercus shumardii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.35±0.22 4.65±0.33 1.49±0.26 

Quercus stellata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.16±0.45 4.5 1.5±0.25 

Quercus turbinella N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2.17 4.97±0.03 1.53 

Quercus variabilis N East Asia East Asia N N 2 3 1 

Quercus velutina N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.72±0.22 3 1.07±0.09 

Quercus virginiana N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2.24±0.76 4.5 2.59±0.41 

Quercus wislizeni N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2.5 4 1.5 

Quercus × bebbiana (Q. alba × Q. 
macrocarpa) N North 

America 
North 
America N N 3 3.5 2 

Quercus × pauciloba (Q. gambelii × Q. 
turbinella) N North 

America 
North 
America N N 2.17 4.95 1.53 

Quercus × runcinata (Q. imbricaria × Q. 
rubra) N North 

America 
North 
America N N 2.5 3.5 1.5 

Rhamnus alpina N Europe Europe N N 2.66 3.88 1.04 
Rhamnus cathartica N Europe Europe N N 1.93±0 3.46±0.42 2.25±0.26 
Rhamnus pumila N Europe Europe N N 1.2 4.72 1.77 

Rhamnus purshiana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 3 1 



Rhamnus saxatilis N Europe Europe N N 1.93 4.72 1.77 

Rhododendron canadense N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 2 1 

Rhododendron catwbiense N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 3.5 2.5 2 

Rhododendron dauricum N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.5 2 2 
Rhododendron ferrugineum N Europe Europe Y N 1.93 3.04 1.77 
Rhododendron hirsutum N Europe Europe Y N 1.93 3.88 1.04 

Rhododendron lapponicum N Europe North 
America Y N 1.93 3.88 2.14 

Rhododendron macrophyllum N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 3 1 1 

Rhododendron maximum N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 3.5 3 2 

Rhododendron obtusum N East Asia East Asia Y N 3 2.5±0.5 1 

Rhododendron occidentale N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 1 1 

Rhododendron periclymenoides N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 3 3.5±0.5 

Rhododendron ponticum N Europe Europe Y N 3.38 3.04 2 

Rhododendron viscosum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 3 3.5±0.5 

Rhododendron × intermedium (R. 
hirsutum × R. ferrugineum) N Europe Europe Y N 1.93 3.04 1.04 

Rhodothamnus chamaecistus N Europe Europe Y N 2.66 3.04 1.04 

Rhus copallina N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 3 3 

Rhus glabra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.78±0.22 3 1 

Rhus javanica N East Asia East Asia N N 1.75±0.25 3.5 1 
Rhus trichocarpa N East Asia East Asia N N 2.17±0.34 3.5±0.5 1.5±0.5 

Rhus typhina N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.56 4 1 

Ribes alpinum N Europe Europe N N 3.38±0 3.04 1.77 



Ribes nigrum N Europe Europe N N 3.75±0.19 1.37±0.84 2.83 
Ribes petraeum N Europe Europe N N 3.38 3.04 1.04 
Ribes rubrum N Europe Europe N N 3.38±0 1.79±0.42 1.77 
Ribes spicatum N Europe Europe N N 3.75±0.19 1.79±0.42 1.77 
Ribes uva crispa N Europe Europe N N 2.5±0.5 3.04 1.77 

Robinia neomexicana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.35 4.47±0.47 1.77±0.23 

Robinia pseudoacacia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.72±0.25 4.11±0.65 1.07±0.08 

Robinia × ambigua (R. pseudoacacia × R. 
viscosa) N North 

America 
North 
America N N 1.35 4.47±0.47 1.03 

Rosa abietina N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.88 1.04 
Rosa acicularis N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5 3 1 
Rosa agrestis N Europe Europe N N 1.2±0 4.72±0 1.04 

Rosa arkansana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 3.5 2 

Rosa arvensis N Europe Europe N N 2.66±0 3.46±0.42 1.04 

Rosa blanda N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 2.5 2.5 

Rosa californica N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 3 2 

Rosa canina Y Europe Europe N N 1.93±0.38 3.46±0.42 1.77 

Rosa carolina N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 3.5 1 

Rosa ciezielskii N Europe Europe N N 1.2 4 1 
Rosa coriifolia N Europe Europe N N 1.2±0 4.72±0 1.04 
Rosa corymbifera N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.88 1.04 
Rosa davurica N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5 3.5 1 
Rosa elliptica N Europe Europe N N 1.2 4.72 1.04 
Rosa gallica N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.88 1.04 
Rosa hybrida N Europe Europe N N 1 4 1 
Rosa jundzillii N Europe Europe N N 1.2 4.72 1.04 
Rosa majalis N Europe Europe N N 2.5 3.04 1.77 



Rosa micrantha N Europe Europe N N 1.93±0.38 4.72±0 1.04 
Rosa obtusifolia N Europe Europe N N 1.93±0 3.88±0 1.04 
Rosa pendulina N Europe Europe N N 2.66 3.04 1.04 
Rosa pimpinellifolia N Europe Europe N N 1.2±0 4.3±0.42 1.77 
Rosa rubiginosa N Europe Europe N N 1.93±0 4.5±0 1.04 
Rosa rubrifolia N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.88 1.04 
Rosa rugosa N East Asia East Asia N N 1.2 4 2 
Rosa scabriuscula N Europe Europe N N 1.2 4.72 1.04 
Rosa sherardii N Europe Europe N N 2.66 3.04 1.04 
Rosa stylosa N Europe Europe N N 1.56±0.19 3.88±0 1.04 
Rosa subcanina N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.88 1.04 
Rosa subcollina N Europe Europe N N 1.2 4.72 1.04 
Rosa tomentosa N Europe Europe N N 1.56±0.19 3.88±0 1.04 
Rosa villosa N Europe Europe N N 2.5±0.3 3.88±0.84 1.04 

Rosa virginiana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1 4 1 

Rosa vosagiaca N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.04 1.77 

Rubus allegheniensis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.5±0.4 4 2 

Rubus alumnus N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2 3 1 

Rubus caesius N Europe Europe N N 2.29±0.19 3.04 2.5 

Rubus idaeus N Europe North 
America N N 2.66±0 3.04 2.5 

Rubus mesogaeus N East Asia East Asia N N 2.25±0.75 2.5 2 
Rubus phoenicolasius N East Asia East Asia N N 1.83±0.17 2.5 1 

Rubus spectabilis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.86±0.14 2.6±0.4 2.75±0.25 

Sabal palmetto N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2 4±0 3 

Salix alba N Europe Europe N N 1.99±0.18 2±0.21 4.1±0.03 
Salix alpina N Europe Europe N N 0.84 2.21 3.91 
Salix amygdaloides N North North N N 1.17±0.17 1.77±0.23 3.43±0.07 



America America 
Salix appendiculata N Europe Europe N N 1.93 2.21 2.84±0.34 
Salix arbuscula N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.04 3.91 
Salix aurita N Europe Europe N N 1.93±0 0.53±0 4.27 
Salix babylonica N East Asia East Asia N N 1.35 1.77±0.23 3.43 

Salix bebbiana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1 1 3 

Salix caprea N Europe Europe N N 2.16±0.08 2.24±0.23 2.84±0.34 

Salix caroliniana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 2±0 4 

Salix cinerea N Europe Europe N N 1.93±0 0.11±0.42 4.13±0.15 
Salix daphnoides N Europe Europe N N 2.66 1.37 3.95±0.03 

Salix discolor N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.5 2 4±0 

Salix eleagnos N Europe Europe N N 1.93 1.37 3.95±0.03 
Salix foetida N Europe Europe N N 1.2 1.37 3.91 
Salix fragilis N Europe Europe N N 1.42±0.18 1.23±0.39 3.94±0.02 
Salix glabra N Europe Europe N N 2.66 1.37 3.91 

Salix hastata N Europe North 
America N N 1.93 2.21 3.91 

Salix herbacea N Europe North 
America N N 1.56±0.19 2.21±0.84 3.91 

Salix hultenii N East Asia East Asia N N 1.5 1.5 3 
Salix integra N East Asia East Asia N N 1.33±0.33 2 4 
Salix jessoensis N East Asia East Asia N N 1±0 1.25 4.5±0.25 
Salix lanata N Europe Europe N N 1.2 2.21 3.91 
Salix lapponum N Europe Europe N N 1.2 2.21 4.27 
Salix matsudana N East Asia East Asia N N 1.35 1.77±0.23 3.5±0.25 
Salix myrsinifolia N Europe Europe N N 2.29±0.19 0.95±0.42 3.95±0.03 
Salix myrsinites N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.04 3.91 
Salix myrtilloides N Europe Europe N N 2.66 0.53 3.91 

Salix nigra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.34±0.12 1.77±0.23 4.68±0.17 



Salix pentandra N Europe Europe N N 1.93±0 0.53±0 3.95±0.03 
Salix phylicifolia N Europe Europe N N 1.93 0.53 4.27 
Salix purpurea N Europe Europe N N 1.2±0 1.37±0 3.55±0.37 
Salix repens N Europe Europe N N 1.02±0.18 1.79±0.42 4.09±0.18 

Salix reticulata N Europe North 
America N N 1.56±0.19 2.21±0 3.91 

Salix retusa N Europe Europe N N 1.93 2.21 3.91 
Salix rosmarinifolia N Europe Europe N N 1.2 0.53 3.91 
Salix sachalinensis N East Asia East Asia N N 1 1.5 4 

Salix scouleriana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1 3 4 

Salix serpyllifolia N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.88 3.91 

Salix sitchensis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1 1 4.5 

Salix starkeana N Europe Europe N N 1.93 1.37 3.91 
Salix subfragilis N East Asia East Asia N N 1 1.75±0.25 4 
Salix triandra N Europe Europe N N 1.93±0 0.9±0.3 3.9±0.15 
Salix udensis N East Asia East Asia N N 1±0 1.5 4 
Salix viminalis N Europe Europe N N 1.93±0 0.53±0 3.9±0.15 
Salix waldsteiniana Y Europe Europe N N 1.93 2.21 3.91 
Salix × rubens (S. alba × S. fragilis) N Europe Europe N N 3.38 0.53 3.91 

Sambucus cerulea N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.35 2.88±0.12 2.63±0.37 

Sambucus ebulus N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.04 2.5 
Sambucus nigra N Europe Europe N N 2.29±0.19 3.04±0 1.68±0.09 

Sambucus racemosa N Europe North 
America N N 2.66±0 3.04±0 2.5 

Sambucus sieboldiana N East Asia East Asia N N 2.59±0.42 2 3 

Sassafras albidum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 1.68±0.16 5±0 1.11±0.08 

Sequoia sempervirens N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.21±0.21 2 0.95±0.05 

Sequoiadendron giganteum N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 3.05±0.24 2.88±0.12 1.27±0.27 



Shepherdia argentea N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.12±0.62 4 1 

Sideroxylon celastrinum N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 1.5 3.5 3 

Sideroxylon reclinatum N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2.5 3±0 3.5 

Skimmia japonica N East Asia East Asia Y N 4.28±0.28 2 1.5±0.5 
Sophora japonica N East Asia East Asia N N 3 2.75 1.53 
Sorbaria sorbifolia N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5±0.5 2 2 
Sorbus alnifolia N East Asia East Asia N N 3.13±0.13 2.05 2 

Sorbus americana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.59±0.41 1.77±0.23 1.27±0.23 

Sorbus aria Y Europe Europe N N 3±0.16 3.55±0.12 1.32±0.28 
Sorbus arranensis (S. aucuparia × S. 
rupicola) N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.88 1.04 

Sorbus aucuparia N Europe Europe N N 2.73±0.21 2.11±0.34 1.76±0.13 
Sorbus bristolensis (S. rupicola × . S. 
torminalis) N Europe Europe N N 2.66 3.88 1.04 

Sorbus chamaemespilus N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.88 1.04 
Sorbus commixta N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5±0 2 1.5±0.5 
Sorbus danubialis N Europe Europe N N 2.66 3.88 1.04 
Sorbus domestica N Europe Europe N N 3.53±0.18 3.52±0.26 1.04 
Sorbus intermedia N Europe Europe N N 2.66±0 2.21 1.04 
Sorbus lancastriensis (S. aria × S. rupicola) N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.88 1.04 
Sorbus mougeotii (S. aucuparia × S. aria) N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.88 1.04 
Sorbus rupicola N Europe Europe N N 1.2 3.88 1.04 

Sorbus scopulina N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.59±0.41 2.38±0.38 1.27±0.23 

Sorbus torminalis N Europe Europe N N 3.38±0.2 3.74±0.13 1.04 
Spiraea salicifolia N East Asia East Asia N N 1.93 2.21 3.35±0.16 
Staphylea pinnata N Europe Europe N N 1.93 3.04 1.04 

Stewartia malacodendron N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2.5±0.5 1 

Styrax americanus N North North N N 2.5 2.5 1.5 



America America 

Styrax grandifolius N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 2 1.5 

Styrax japonicus N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5±0.5 2.5 2.5 
Styrax obassis N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5 2 2 

Swietenia mahagoni N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 4 1 

Symphoricarpos albus N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.24±0.24 3.02±0.02 1.02±0.02 

Symphoricarpos oreophilus N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.14±0.14 3.5 1 

Symplocos chinensis N East Asia East Asia N N 3.67±0.67 3 1.5±0.5 

Symplocos tinctoria N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2.5 2.5±0.5 2 

Syringa reticulata N East Asia East Asia N N 1.35 2.38±0.38 2.27±0.74 
Syringa vulgaris N Europe Europe N N 2.66 3.04 1.02±0.02 
Tamarix ramosissima N East Asia East Asia N N 1.35 4.1±0.3 3.36 

Taxodium distichum N North 
America 

North 
America N Y 2.13±0.06 3.25±0.38 4.93±0.06 

Taxus baccata N Europe Europe Y Y 4.43±0.13 3.01±0.17 1.32±0.28 

Taxus brevifolia N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.86±0.14 2.5 1 

Thuja occidentalis N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 3.45±0.4 2.71±0.38 1.46±0.48 

Thuja orientalis N East Asia East Asia Y Y 2.17 2.88±0.12 1.02±0.02 

Thuja plicata N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.73±0.15 2.23±0.25 1.01±0.04 

Thymus serpyllum N Europe Europe Y N 1.56±0.19 4.72±0 1.04 

Tilia americana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.98±0.15 2.88±0.12 1.26±0.15 

Tilia caroliniana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.25±0.25 2±0 1±0 

Tilia cordata N Europe Europe N N 4.18±0.16 2.75±0.15 1.83±0.16 
Tilia euchlora N Europe Europe N N 3 2.75 1.27±0.27 



Tilia heterophylla N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.77±0.65 2 1.12±0.12 

Tilia japonica N East Asia East Asia N N 3.75±0.25 2.5 2±0 
Tilia maximowicziana N East Asia East Asia N N 3.75±0.25 2.5 2±0 
Tilia platyphyllos N Europe Europe N N 4±0.2 2.52±0.16 1.02±0.02 
Tilia tomentosa N Europe Europe N N 3.34±0.34 2.81±0.12 1.52±0.25 
Tilia × vulgaris (T. cordata × T. platyphyllos) N Europe Europe N N 3.49 3.04 1.77 

Torreya californica N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 5 2 1 

Torreya taxifolia N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.5 2±0 1 

Trochodendron aralioides N East Asia East Asia Y N 3.6±0.1 2.5 1.75±0.25 

Tsuga canadensis N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.83±0.14 1 1.25±0.25 

Tsuga heterophylla N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.96±0.07 1.17±0.17 0.95±0.05 

Tsuga mertensiana N North 
America 

North 
America Y Y 4.48±0.03 1±0 0.95±0.05 

Tsuga sieboldii N East Asia East Asia Y Y 4.25±0.25 3±1 1.5±0.5 
Ulex europaeus N Europe Europe Y N 1.93±0 3.04±0 1.77 
Ulex gallii N Europe Europe Y N 1.93 2.21 2.5 
Ulex minor N Europe Europe Y N 1.2 2.21 2.5 

Ulmus alata N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.03±0.08 3.5±0.5 1.71±0.36 

Ulmus americana N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.14±0.12 2.92±0.08 2.46±0.26 

Ulmus crassifolia N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3 3 2.09±0.09 

Ulmus davidiana N East Asia East Asia N N 3±0 2 3±0 
Ulmus glabra N Europe Europe N N 3.53±0.13 2.41±0.13 2.03±0.44 
Ulmus laciniata N East Asia East Asia N N 3±0 2 2.75±0.25 
Ulmus laevis N Europe Europe N N 3.67±0.2 1.45±0.22 2.83 
Ulmus minor Y Europe Europe N N 3.36±0.11 3.39±0.15 2.06±0.07 
Ulmus parvifolia N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5±0.5 2.88±0.12 1.27±0.27 



Ulmus pumila N East Asia East Asia N N 2.5±0.5 3.35±0.35 1.52±0.02 

Ulmus rubra N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.31±0.19 3 1.73±0.24 

Ulmus thomasii N North 
America 

North 
America N N 3.22±0.28 2 1 

Umbellularia californica N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 3.84±0.16 2 0.95±0.05 

Vaccinium arboreum N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 2 3±0 2 

Vaccinium corymbosum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2 2 3.5±0.5 

Vaccinium erythrocarpum N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 1 2 3 

Vaccinium japonicum N East Asia East Asia N N 2.83±0.6 4 2.5±0.5 

Vaccinium macrocarpon N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 1.99±0.01 1.68±0.32 3.1±0.1 

Vaccinium myrtillus N Europe North 
America N N 3.02±0.19 2.6±0.4 2.92±0.08 

Vaccinium oxycoccus Y Europe North 
America Y N 1.56±0.19 0.32±0.42 4.45±0.18 

Vaccinium smallii N East Asia East Asia N N 2.67±0.67 4 2.5±0.5 

Vaccinium uliginosum Y Europe North 
America Y N 2.29±0.19 2.21 3.19 

Vaccinium vitis idaea N Europe North 
America Y N 2.29±0.19 3.46±0.42 3.19 

Veronica fruticans N Europe Europe Y N 1.2±0 3.46±0.42 1.04 

Viburnum dentatum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 2 2.5±0.5 

Viburnum furcatum N East Asia East Asia N N 3.33±0.33 1.5 3 
Viburnum lantana N Europe Europe N N 1.93±0 3.46±0.42 1.68±0.09 

Viburnum lentago N North 
America 

North 
America N N 4 2 2.5±0 

Viburnum opulus N Europe North 
America N N 2.66±0 2.21 2.06±0.07 



Viburnum rufidulum N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2 3 3 

Weigela hortensis N East Asia East Asia N N 1.17±0.17 2.5±0.5 2.5±0.5 

Yucca brevifolia N North 
America 

North 
America Y N 1.17±0.17 4.95 1.53 

Zanthoxylum ailanthoides N East Asia East Asia N N 2 4 1 

Zanthoxylum clava herculis N North 
America 

North 
America N N 2.5 4±0 1 

Zelkova serrata N East Asia East Asia N N 2.09±0.09 3.35±0.35 1.02±0.02 
Zizyphus jujuba N East Asia East Asia N N 1.35 4.95 1.53 
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From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Comments
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 1:14:49 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: David Shiah 
Date: Thu, Jul 16, 2015 at 4:26 PM
Subject: Comments
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov, blm_or_rmps_westernoregon@blm.gov

Hi,

I would like to submit the below comments on the RMP/EIS for western Oregon:

I moved to southern Oregon for its natural beauty and forests. The forests here are unique
and deserve ongoing protection.

After reviewing the DEIS, I find none of the options acceptable. Fortunately, another option,
the Natural Selection Alternative, is worthy of support. It looks at the long term and treats the
lands as more than just a tree farm. Our natural heritage is under attack on a regular basis.
We need to carefully and wisely manage the lands referenced in the DEIS on a sustainable
basis. Very limited tree harvesting is okay, but these special ecosystem will serve the public
better in the long run if they are preserved in a more natural state.



Please include the Natural Selection Alternative in the final EIS as it is well conceived, looks
at the long term and best represents the public interest.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

David C. Shiah



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Draft Resource management plan
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 1:16:00 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Paul Hanson 
Date: Sun, Jul 19, 2015 at 10:57 PM
Subject: Draft Resource management plan
To: blm_or_rmps_westernoregon@blm.gov

 7/19/2015

 

RMPs for Western Oregon

Bureau of Land Management

P.O. Box 2965

Portland, Oregon 97208

blm_or_rmps_westernoregon@blm.gov



 

Re: BLM Draft Resource Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement for Western
Oregon

 

BLM alternatives in the DEIS would not provide a sustained yield of timber; would fail to
adequately address climate change and species extinctions;  would increase fire hazards
instead of restoring fire adapted ecosystems; would degrade water and natural community
ecosystems; would harm recreation, tourism and our local economy.  They are not
supported by best available science.  They are not sustainable and would lead western
Oregon counties and our rural communities into environmental, economic and social
decline.

 

The Natural Selection Alternative (NSA), based on the best available science, offers a solution
for long term economic stability and social health. The NSA would achieve BLM stated
objectives while minimizing environmental impacts.

The community supported NSA resolves conflicts concerning resource uses on BLM lands
including, the recovery of threatened and endangered species, providing clean water,
restoring fire adapted ecosystems, producing a sustained yield of timber products, and
providing for recreation opportunities.

The NSA will best address: the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's recovery plan and proposed
critical habitat designations for the Northern Spotted Owl; new scientific information related
to forest health and resiliency; carbon sequestration and climate change; and the socio-
economic needs of western Oregon communities. 

I request the BLM include and fully analyze the NSA in the FEIS for the RMPs for Western
Oregon.  The NSA meets all environmental protection legal requirements as it places
ecosystem health first.  This in turn lays the foundation for all forest products and uses at a
sustainable level, providing community long term economic stability and social health.

Paul Hanson



 



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Draft RMP/EIS comments
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:56:56 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Marilyn Mooshie 
Date: Sat, Jul 11, 2015 at 1:11 PM
Subject: Draft RMP/EIS comments
To: blm_or_rmps_westernoregon@blm.gov

Date:     July 11, 2015
 
To:         RMPs for Western Oregon

Bureau of Land Management
P.O. Box 2965
Portland, Oregon 97208
blm_or_rmps_westernoregon@blm.gov

 
Re:         BLM Draft RMP/EIS for Western Oregon, and Request that the Natural Selection
Alternative be included as an option for detailed analysis in the Final RMP/EIS
 
BLM alternatives proposed in the DEIS would not provide a sustained yield of timber; they would fail
to adequately address climate change and species extinctions,  increase fire hazards instead of



restoring fire adapted ecosystems, degrade water and natural community ecosystems; and would
harm recreation, tourism, and our local economy.  BLM proposed alternatives are not supported by
best available science.  They are not sustainable and would lead western Oregon counties and our
rural communities into environmental, economic and social decline.
 
The Natural Selection Alternative, based on the best available science, offers a solution for long term
economic stability and social health. The Natural Selection Alternative would achieve BLM stated
objectives while minimizing environmental impacts.

The community-supported Natural Selection Alternative resolves conflicts concerning resource uses
on BLM lands, including the recovery of threatened and endangered species, providing clean water,
restoring fire adapted ecosystems, producing a sustained yield of timber products, and providing for
recreation opportunities.

The Natural Selection Alternative will best address:  the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's recovery plan
and proposed critical habitat designations for the Northern Spotted Owl; new scientific information
related to forest health and resiliency; carbon sequestration and climate change; and the socio-
economic needs of western Oregon communities. 

I request AND DEMAND that the BLM include and fully analyze the Natural Selection Alternative in
the Final RMP/EIS for Western Oregon.  The Natural Selection Alternative meets all environmental
protection legal requirements as it places ecosystem health first.  This in turn lays the foundation for
all forest products and uses at a sustainable level, providing community long-term economic stability
and social health.

Name:        Marilyn Mooshie       

Address:    

City:            

Email:        
----------------------------------------- 

Natural Selection Alternative Overview
The Natural Selection Alternative will retain the few remaining unentered islands of late successional
natural community ecosystems.  It will:  1) sustain late successional species (including threatened &
endangered under the ESA); 2) provide wildlife reservoirs for restoring early successional
plantations; 3) moderate climate locally, regionally and globally; 4) store and filter high quality
water; 5) provide wildlife corridors across the landscape; 6) showcase the meaning of natural
community ecosystems recovery by showing what they look like and how they function; and 7)
serve human visual, spiritual, educational, natural history, recreation, tourism and economic needs.

Tree extraction will occur where past tree extraction has occurred and be such that young natural
community ecosystems will be allowed to evolve to late successional natural community
ecosystems.  Optimal green plant productivity is retained across the landscape by extracting only



the dead and dying, conditional upon meeting other species needs.  The dead and dying (including
snags and woody material of the natural community ecosystems floor) sustain the living.  To extract
in a sustainable manner, humans must retain climate, soil, water, air, food, shelter, habitat,
reproduction and biotic recycling needs for all naturally evolved species. 

The Natural Selection Alternative:
∙    Retains and reclaims natural community ecosystem health and water quality across the
landscape.
∙    Retains and sustains local economies dependent upon scenic forest landscapes (retirees who
invest hugely into communities, tourists, and businesses and industries who are the mainstay of
living wage jobs for our communities).
∙    Encourages community participation in watershed issues.
∙    The NSA retains optimum habitat for NSO and associated older community ecosystem species;
habitat for early successional community species; and habitat complexity of fire adapted natural
community ecosystems.
∙    Provides greater community fire safety and natural community ecosystem fire resiliency.
∙    Encourages residents to reduce fire risk in the “home ignition zone” around their homes and
businesses.
∙    Keeps our air and water clean and healthy.
∙    Retains optimum carbon sequestration; and optimum ability to adapt to unknown effects of
climate change.
∙    Yields optimal productivity because optimal green foliage and photosynthesis is retained, hence
there is no downtime in productivity.
∙    Provides local, sustainable, long-term product removal and jobs in perpetuity for trustees,
processing and secondary industry jobs.
∙    Will enhance local economies including people coming to communities to buy certified products. 
Products will come from these lands in an ever-increasing amount as these natural community
ecosystems recover. 
∙    Sets certification processes for land trustees and natural community ecosystem products. 
Marketing strategies encourage consumers to support sustainable, certified natural community
ecosystem practices
∙    Promotes nature-based education, tourism and recreation; retains visual and spiritual values
across the landscape; aesthetically pleasing, and hiker-friendly trail and road systems.



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Give wolves a fair chance
Date: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 11:08:33 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: john paul castiaux 
Date: Thu, Feb 19, 2015 at 11:31 AM
Subject: Give wolves a fair chance
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

I am writing to express my concern over the fate of wolves in the lower 48 states.
The status of the gray wolf under the Endangered Species Act is clearly a highly
controversial issue that has emotions running high. I believe wolves are amazing
creatures that have an important (and scientifically supported) niche in the
ecosystem in which they historically existed, and represent a tangible face of the
wild many of us feel we have lost.  However, regardless of personal opinions, the



facts alone in this matter are enough to speak against the delisting of the gray wolf.

Please listen to the peer review panel that has asserted the proposal to strip gray
wolves of Endangered Species Act protections is misguided and not based on the
best available science. Wolves have begun an inspiring comeback in the lower 48
states, including a historic journey through Mt. Hood National Forest that dominated
headlines in Portland, Oregon just last week!  I hope you will make the right decision
to give these remarkable creatures a chance at recovery in their historic range, and
allow our ecosystems, including the Pacific Northwest ecosystem I live within, to
enjoy the benefits of top predator recovery. Please withdraw the proposal to delist
the gray wolf.

john paul castiaux



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Wildcat Creek Trails near Sandy, OR
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:45:45 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Esther Sung 
Date: Fri, Jun 26, 2015 at 8:28 AM
Subject: Wildcat Creek Trails near Sandy, OR
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov, BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Hello BLM,

I'm trouble getting access to the interactive map to make site specific comments but
was hoping to utilize at least this email to express my support for the Wildcat Creek
Trails near Sandy, OR.

I am a mountain biker and have ridden these amazing trails which are one of a kind
for the NW Oregon area.  I would really love to see this challenging trail system
continue to be developed in its current fashion.  There really is nothing like it in the
vicinity.

It would be awesome to see the Wildcat Creek Trails designated a recreational area
with specifically downhill oriented mountain bike trails to protect this unique and
vital experience.  Please let me know how I can get more involved if possible to help
this movement.



Thanks very much for your time,
-Esther Sung



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: WILDCAT CREEK TRAIL
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:47:38 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ethan Furniss 
Date: Wed, Jul 1, 2015 at 12:24 AM
Subject: WILDCAT CREEK TRAIL
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

To whom it may concern, 

The Wildcat Creek Trials are unique to the scope of mountain bike trails because they are 1. downhill

specific and 2. on the challenging end of the spectrum of difficulty. This is essential to the community

here. Without a little bit for everybody people lose sight of the other declines and how far people can

take cycling in terms of skill and endurance.

Please realize the need for a riding area designated for downhill oriented trails. 

Thank you.

Ethan



-- 
Ethan Furniss



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: W.o.p.r.
Date: Thursday, May 28, 2015 7:21:02 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: claud 
Date: Mon, May 25, 2015 at 10:52 AM
Subject: W.o.p.r.
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Good day,
I am a native Oregonian.  I was born and raised in the coast range.  I own property
zoned F1 (forestry).  Members of my family and close friends have and do work in
the woods.  My brother is a chaser on landings.  That said I hope that the BLM
continues to manage the public forests under their purview in the interest of the
American public not just the timbers companies.  I urge the BLM maintain the status
quo for the former O&C lands, don't adopt the W.O.P.R.
Thank you, Claud Gilbert.



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Testimony/comments on the 2015 BLM RMP for O&C Lands
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:39:50 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Hal Anthony 
Date: Thu, Jun 18, 2015 at 1:23 PM
Subject: Testimony/comments on the 2015 BLM RMP for O&C Lands
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov
Cc: "Hal B. Anthony" 

Testimony/comments from Hal B. Anthony for
the 2015 BLM RMP for O&C Lands:
 
 
 
 
Firstly, the current BLM data for recreation is incorrect. BLM claims that hang gliding
in southern Oregon is a more popular use than the multitude of rafters, private
boats, tour boats, fishing boats and swimmers using the Rogue River during the
summer, not to mention the fleets of for-hire drift boats and crowds of shore
fishermen that use the Rogue River during salmon runs. With only one hang gliding
site in the entire SW Oregon, this BLM data about hang gliding is physically not even
possible, completely misleads the public, and is impossibly disconnected with the
regions real-time, factual recreation activities.
 



It also disregards the swimming hole at Illinois River Forks State Park and the
fact that 2,000 vehicles pack into the wild and scenic Illinois River below
Selma every day during the summer.
 
If these incorrect recreation demand numbers are retained in the RMP, they
will lock in FALSE DATA about hang gliding as the top priority for funding and
development, leaving water recreation, hiking, and other recreational activities
squished into low priority. It would leave the RMP telling managers that the
top priority is hang gliding! Please make a note to correct this data, before
the media gets wind of it.
 

Secondly, I support the Natural Selection Alternative (NSA), in which tree extraction
will occur where past tree extraction has occurred so that young natural community
ecosystems will evolve to late successional natural community ecosystems.  Optimal
green plant productivity would be retained across the landscape by extracting only
the dead and dying, conditional upon meeting other species needs.  To extract
sustainably, humans must protect and retain the water, soil, food, shelter, habitat,
and reproduction and biotic recycling needs for naturally evolved species in each
strata of ecosystem composition.
 
Further, it is a fact to the BLM, the scientific community, and the world that we need
ecosystems to function worldwide for human beings to survive; and a funtioning
ecosystem cannot be healthy without good soil. Since the forests provide their own
soil, duff, and nutrients completely when left untouched; and since allowing this
continuous food supply falling down to decompose into ecosystem nutrients lets the
forest canopy grow and fill in, there becomes an eradication of light-produced fire
hazard plant life and ladder fuels under the canopy. This trend continues as the
ecosystem ages, diminishing scrub and dry brush growth until they disappear nearly
completely. This process lets nature do the fireproofing work, and is accomplished
by implimenting the NSA. The NSA meets all the goals of the BLM, with the only
potential barrier being the time needed for the forest to grow itself into the more
mature, firesafe mode. But the overall cost savings would be incalculable, and they
would provide investment return immediately in property equities, water retention,
tourism, fishing, etc. et al to values equaling or surpassing current levels, while also
retaining these investments annually (see economist Ernie Nieme's data here
http://pacificrivers.org/o-c-economic-analysis). 

I don't believe the BLM is meeting its obligations under the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act (FLPMA) of 1976, which "...requires public lands and resources to
be managed under the principles of multiple use and sustained yield, without
impairment of the productivity of the land and the quality of the environment...".The
direction you are taking the current RMP, as indicated by the "misleading" hang
gliding information mentioned above, is a perfect example of BLM's  continuing
failure to comply with the FLPMA directives in your own guidelines, but this failure is
obvious throughout SW Oregon forests which BLM manages, as well. Mono-culture
pine plantations do not even comprise an ecosystem, let alone a healthy one.
 
The Government Accountability Office included the Bureau of Land Management on
its 2015 High Risk list for fraud, waste, abuse, and mismanagement due to how it
collects its share of revenue from oil and gas produced on public lands. Based on the
false data for hang gliding, I hope the BLM will actually read these 2015 RMP citizen
inputs and incorporate them intelligently into the new RMP. We are overdue in
acting with wisdom regarding our dwindling carbon sinks. We owe it to ourselves,



the world, and primarily to our children to reach the healthy, cost-saving, fire-
reducing decisions that will provide a future of resources for them. Only sustainable
actions can do that.
 
You are asking for public input, and so far to my knowledge have not been factoring
it efficiently into your equations in ways that benefit our ecosystems and
environment for the betterment of kids and future uses to come. Think soils, think
water retention, think storm buffering, think beauty combined with property values,
think tourism and hiking, think why people want to visit and live in SW Oregon! And
don't forget to think soils, healthy, fertilized forest floors that close their canopies
and make forests more fire safe than the tinder-setting programs currently being
implimented by the BLM in Southwest Oregon.
 
Thank you for incorporating my comments for the BLM's 2015 RMP.
 
 
 
Respectfully,
 
 
 
 
Hal B. Anthony   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: RMPs for Western Oregon
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:37:25 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: David Rogers 
Date: Tue, Jun 9, 2015 at 12:03 PM
Subject: RMPs for Western Oregon
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear Forester,

I will be unable to attend your open house comment period, but would like to
express my views in regards to the resource plan that you are developing for our
state.

The lands managed by the BLM are valued by Oregonians for clean water, wildlife
and recreation.  The changes being considered by the BLM have the potential to
weaken protections critical for maintaining these values.

Western Oregon's Regional Management Plan should be revised based on a
regional peer-reviewed science synthesis.  At this time there is no scientific
basis for weakening the current framework and standards. This plan should
be strengthened by using the best available science regarding climate
change, wildlife habitat needs, and other relevant new information.  In
response to climate change, plans should focus on



Reducing environmental stressors like logging, road building, invasive
species, and off-road vehicles
Establishing large continuous blocks of forest for conservation of the
Northern spotted owl
 

All mature (80 years and older) and old-growth forests should be off-
limits to commercial logging to protect wildlife habitat and carbon storage.
 
 Post-fire logging should be prohibited except to improve public safety in the
immediate vicinity of roads and recreation areas. 

Post-disturbance actions  should  prioritize  road  decommissioning or
road  drainage  improvements, and  suspension  of  livestock  grazing  to 
reduce harm under the increased hydrological stresses expected  in  post-
fire  forests.
 

Protecting and restoring riparian areas and watersheds should be a
major emphasis of the plan revision, consistent with the BLM's current
Aquatic Conservation Strategy.  The plans should not reduce the size or
protective standards of the BLM's Riparian Reserves or Key Watersheds.  
Instead, the Forest Service should focus on reducing the harmful impacts of
old logging roads on streams, water quality, and fish habitat, while maintaining
public access to trailheads, campgrounds and day-use areas.
 
The BLM should be adopting a program for protecting sensitive species
which is based on updated & reliable numerical population data
 
The BLM must take a hard look at reducing the cumulative impacts of
its current road system on watershed health including water quality and
habitat for aquatic and terrestrial wildlife. This could be done by adopting clear
standards for reducing road density across all land designations.
 
Activities on BLM lands should minimize greenhouse gas emissions while
maximizing carbon storage

During this planning process, the BLM should describe those who would
bear any remaining climate-related risks of the chosen alternative;
And clearly justify the chosen alternative by weighing the expected
climate risks against the benefits of harvesting timber.

In closing, Please reconsider the impact that the current proposal would have for
habitat and long range environmental impact and use realistic scientific data to
substantiate future planning.

Sincerely,

David Rogers



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: RMP alternatives
Date: Friday, May 29, 2015 7:27:39 AM

This E-mail cam to the address for general comments about the RMP process.  It
was not sent to the specific address designed for public comments on the Draft RMP
document.  It is being forwarded to RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com.  

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Forest Bohall 
Date: Fri, May 29, 2015 at 7:20 AM
Subject: RMP alternatives
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

To whom it may concern;

 

My first comment re the RMP which I have been fearful of for several years is the
BLM changing its land use from “open unless posted closed” to “closed unless
posted open”.

 

 



Forest Bohall



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: REVIEW OF DRAFT RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:38:27 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: RICHARD A SCHINDLER 
Date: Fri, Jun 12, 2015 at 3:03 PM
Subject: REVIEW OF DRAFT RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

REVIEW OF DRAFT RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN
Gentlemen:                                                                                                   6-
12-2015
It’s time for a change of priorities.  Recent changes in environmental conditions favor
the encroachment of the barred owl over the spotted owl. It seems to be able to
adapt to a changing environment.  Deer, elk and the predators are forced out of the
forest and into urban areas when their needs are not met.  Urbanites are not happy
when this happens.
Perhaps it is time to manage for all wildlife.  More open stand structure, selective
harvest/thinning, prescribed burns, etc., could provide more food species for forest
denizens that are currently being forced out of the forest and into suburban
environments.
My main concern, as a hunter, is that there is not enough favorable habitat in the
forest to support a viable population of deer and elk.  Complaints abound from
urbanites concerning ‘deer are eating my roses’.  ‘Get the dept. of fish and wildlife to



issue more doe tags!’  Some of the vineyards are also complaining of damage from
deer.
Hunter dollars from the sale of hunting licenses and sporting goods provide support
for wildlife habitat, wildlife refuges, and wages for ODF&W personnel to manage
these activities.  In 2015, $1.1 billion will be distributed by the United States fish and
wildlife service to the various states to support the above activities.  For instance,
the ODF&W budget for 2014 - 2015 is $361 million. 
Therefore it is my opinion/recommendation that USFS & BLM place more emphasis
on creating and maintaining favorable wildlife habitat in the forest.
Access is also a concern.  An aging population is more in need of vehicular access,
so closing too many roads can be a problem.
Please take this into consideration.
Also the BLM and USFS FMP/EIS documents should be coordinated so that
implementation of one does not cause problems for the other.  After all; both
organizations are now under one roof and I noticed that the connecting door swings
both ways when, as a member of a committee of OHA personnel, we met with Rob
MacWhorter, supervisor of Rogue/Siskiyou national forest, concerning the USFS
travel management plan.
Sincerely;
Richard Schindler



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect and restore forests in plan revision
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:42:52 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Bina Israni 
Date: Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 7:37 PM
Subject: Protect and restore forests in plan revision
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM,
I am writing to offer my input on the Planning Criteria and draft alternatives recently
released for the Resource Management Plan revision for Western Oregon Bureau of
Land Management (BLM).

The BLM forestlands in western Oregon are important to me. They provide
tremendous services to Oregonians, including clean water, salmon habitat, and old-
growth forests that make Oregon a great place to live.

The BLM's plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain
existing streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded
from past logging and road building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM
forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect important habitat for salmon and



other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change, protect recreation
opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

The plan revision should build on the existing successes of the Northwest Forest Plan
–reserve networks and restoration activities are helping to slow the loss of habitat
and speeding the recovery of threatened fish and wildlife, and improving watersheds
and water quality. Careful thinning of dense young plantations is creating jobs,
producing wood, and improving degraded forests.

Protecting public values and restoring forests and watersheds should be the drivers
of the plan revision, not the funding needs of western Oregon counties.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process.
Please keep me informed.

Sincerely,

Bina Israni



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Please review what i have completed to date + if time may add more + edit to clean up.
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:48:18 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: kara j Lincoln 
Date: Thu, Jul 2, 2015 at 12:43 PM
Subject: Please review what i have completed to date + if time may add more +
edit to clean up.
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Please see our comments in the document; Humanity at work in this link, that we
share w/many;

...
Thank you for your patience,

    Still working w/Google, non profit/Ed Apps, to use their good tools.
 I welcome you to come link w/the sun will set page so please take part + donate in
ways most comfortable to you.

 I`m here for you willing to do an exchange, if you want to help us reach out..



    come talk

         

 Peace, kara + mishi



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Our Fair cut of the access to the peoples lands.
Date: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 11:13:24 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Rick Beehler 
Date: Thu, Apr 30, 2015 at 1:31 PM
Subject: Our Fair cut of the access to the peoples lands.
To: "BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov"
<BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov>

 I believe as Don has indicated here, we are not
being counted fairly.
" Don Innes"

I don't feel your report on the 
representation of rock hounds is 
correct.  Rock hounds by nature go in 



groups to rock hound.  Many of 
them from out of state as well as locally 
represented.  We have well 
over 50,000 rock hounds in the US.  My 
local club has 144 members. The 
Oregon Council of Rock and Mineral Clubs 
has 12 clubs with 1057 
members.  The Northwest Federation of 
Mineral Clubs  which has the 6 
Northwest states with over 5000 members.  
We are not the only clubs that 
recreate in  Oregon .  Hikers , Bird 
watching, Photographers. off road 
people and others avail themselves of the 
beautiful forest.
Don Innes
 President-- Oregon Council  Rock and 
Mineral Clubs
Past President --Northwest Federation of 
Mineral Clubs
Editor Publisher--Ye Old Timers Mineral 
Club,INC

I, Rick Beehler feel we are being sold out. Are we
just a technology world now, we need to think of
developing the young to understand geology and
other sciences regarding OUR LANDS.
Another thing to take into consideration, there are
a lot of us that are senior citizens and cannot
travel th hills and trails as we once could, some of
us rely on ATVs to get us around and to carry our
equipment.

There are Gold Clubs in the NW also that are
growing in numbers, all hungry for the access and
eager to spend money feeding the towns and store



with customers.

At our last show, Mt Hood Rock Club, we had
travelers from Maine, West Virginia and Texas,
shall we tell them not to come back, our lands are
being closed off, the states do not want you to
come and spend your money recreating here. Our
small towns need that extra income to keep their
businesses open.

Myself as a disabled person, want to approach the
American Disabilities organization to get them on
board for what you are locking me from accessing
the grounds that able bodied people get to enjoy. I
ride sensibly because I cannot afford to break
down or fall down, I deserve the right to enjoy the
same grounds that anyone else can get to.

Rick Beehler



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: [Susp. Russian Spam] [Susp. Russian Spam] Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:56:02 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Alisa Adobajor 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 10:24 AM
Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] [Susp. Russian Spam] Protect Old Forests and Clean
Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to



restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent
shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Alisa Adobajor



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Notifications Mailing List
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 1:05:11 PM
Attachments: Mattis, Matt and Tara.vcf

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: 
Date: Wed, Jul 15, 2015 at 12:20 PM
Subject: Notifications Mailing List
To: blm_or_rmps_westernoregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM;

 
I have not received your latest notification via e-mail, despite my three
previous requests to be placed on the interested party list. I have
never received an e-mail notification from you.  The only U.S. mail document
sent from BLM was the hard copy DEIS.  I looked at the records posted on the
internet, there have been other notifications (like the extension of the
scoping comment period) that I never did receive.  I have ticked boxes, made
phone requests, submitted comment-- all of which should have placed me on
the list of interested parties entitled to notification of document
releases.

 
Since the revision process has been completely centralized at the Oregon
State Office, there is no point in calling up local BLM offices to ensure
notifications of public availability will reach me in a timely manner.  The
Medford District contact person for the RMP Revisions was unaware that he



had been listed as a contact until I phoned him for information during the
scoping period.  There is no information available locally, despite the fact
that rural residents are the stakeholder group most directly affected by BLM
actions.  I couldn't find anyone who had heard of the RMP Revisions during
the scoping period (I called them up and asked everyone I came into contact
with.)  While I realize that BLM intended to target urban residents in hopes
of gaining public comment more sympathetic to agency policies, failure to
notify Interested Parties and Affected Stakeholder groups of the Land Use
Plan revision process is a violation of both the NEPA and the FLPMA.  Every
person living in the interspersed O&C "Checkerboard" lives within 1/2 mile
of BLM, shares valuable resources like water, and is directly affected by
agency actions.  That's nearly two million people BLM is blowing off.  No
wonder the Oregon district field office staff are restricting their contact
information from the public. 

 
Could someone please tell what it is that I can do to be included on the WO
RMP Revisons notifications list?

 
...Here it is, one more time:

 
Please include me on any and all Interested Party lists for the Western
Oregon RMP Revisions.  I would like to receive notification of all actions
and information being made available to the public, both electronically and
via U.S. mail.

 
Tara Mattis



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:49:45 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Dawn Albanese 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 9:41 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dawn Albanese



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:55:40 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ben Oscar Andersson >
Date: Fri, Jul 10, 2015 at 9:34 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ben Oscar Andersson



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: [Susp. Russian Spam] [Susp. Russian Spam] Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:56:19 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jose Avetikyan 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 10:26 AM
Subject: [Susp. Russian Spam] [Susp. Russian Spam] Protect Old Forests and Clean
Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to



restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent
shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jose Avetikyan



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:50:08 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Elisabeth Bechmann 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 12:44 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Elisabeth Bechmann



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:49:04 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Carol Bischoff 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 3:21 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carol Bischoff



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:54:09 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lesley Blissett 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:36 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Lesley Blissett



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:51:32 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Aaron Bouchard 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 7:02 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Aaron Bouchard



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:53:57 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Anna Brewer 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:36 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Anna Brewer



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:50:19 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Leslie Burpo 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 1:22 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Leslie Burpo



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:54:38 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Chantal Buslot 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:57 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Chantal Buslot



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:52:38 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Eduardo Campos 
Date: Wed, Jul 8, 2015 at 5:12 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Eduardo Campos



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:51:13 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Rhonda Carr 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 6:07 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Carr



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:50:46 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: AniMae Chi 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:06 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

AniMae Chi



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:44:25 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: nina clausen 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 3:17 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

nina clausen



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:58:05 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Audrey Collins 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 11:13 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Audrey Collins



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:53:30 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: kian daniel 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:13 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

kian daniel



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:54:22 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Gudrun Dennis 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:44 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gudrun Dennis



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:49:56 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Juliana Diaz 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 11:50 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Juliana Diaz



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:47:23 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Cindy DiCarlo 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:12 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cindy DiCarlo



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:58:28 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sheila Dillon 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 11:22 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Sheila Dillon



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:53:42 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lisha Doucet 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:14 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Lisha Doucet



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:46:33 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Holly Dowling 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:34 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Holly Dowling



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:59:02 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mary Eastman 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:17 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Mary Eastman



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:44:54 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Benton Elliott 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 4:29 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Benton Elliott



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:47:07 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michael W Evans 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:02 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Michael W Evans



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:53:44 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: fauna-june fauth 
Date: Wed, Jul 8, 2015 at 3:03 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

fauna-june fauth



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:59:51 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Midori Furutate 

 Jul 6, 2015 at 1:41 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Midori Furutate



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:43:41 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Patti Gallo 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 2:37 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Patti Gallo



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:45:06 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Gisela Gama 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 5:08 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gisela Gama



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:43:55 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Toby Gamberoni 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 2:42 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Toby Gamberoni



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:53:29 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Caroline de Ville de Goyet 
Date: Wed, Jul 8, 2015 at 9:11 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Caroline de Ville de Goyet



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:46:03 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: marie grenu 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:59 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

marie grenu



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:51:18 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: sue harrington 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:14 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

sue harrington



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:56:33 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Laura Herndon 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 10:41 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Laura Herndon



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:44:13 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Valerie Hildebrand 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 3:08 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Valerie Hildebrand



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:49:23 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: jeff hopkins 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:04 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jeff hopkins



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:49:34 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: jon hudson 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:13 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jon hudson



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:57:09 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michael Hughey 
Date: Sat, Jul 11, 2015 at 8:28 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Michael Hughey



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:50:09 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: JOLLY jim 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:51 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

STOP ALL COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT ~ SAVE THE ENVIRONMENT FOR ALL TO
ENJOY

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the



hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent
shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

JOLLY jim



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:50:29 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lin Kemp 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 1:26 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Lin Kemp



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:52:44 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Richard Knablin 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:57 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Richard Knablin



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:49:18 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: S. Kohler 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 5:04 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

S. Kohler



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:52:30 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lilly Kohler 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:48 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Lilly Kohler



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:45:52 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Paul Kuck 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:22 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Paul Kuck



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 11:00:22 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Natalie Van Leekwijck 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 2:21 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Natalie Van Leekwijck



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:51:03 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Laura Leon 

 Jul 6, 2015 at 8:10 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Laura Leon



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:49:33 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Erin Lindquist 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 8:16 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Erin Lindquist



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:50:39 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ruth Litton 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 1:54 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ruth Litton



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:54:39 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sylviane Mahaux 
Date: Thu, Jul 9, 2015 at 8:41 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Sylviane Mahaux



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:48:34 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Tracey Mangus 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:39 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Tracey Mangus



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:47:36 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Tracey Mangus 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:39 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Tracey Mangus



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:56:40 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mark Mansfield 
Date: Sat, Jul 11, 2015 at 12:18 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Mark Mansfield



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:48:51 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: M BR 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 3:10 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

M BR



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:52:06 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Donna Mock 
Date: Wed, Jul 8, 2015 at 1:22 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Donna Mock



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:50:50 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: James Mulcare 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 2:26 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Mulcare



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:56:45 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: James Mulcare 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 10:54 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Mulcare



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:51:44 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Maki Murakami 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:16 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Maki Murakami



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:55:17 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Marrleen Neus 

 Jul 9, 2015 at 11:04 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Marrleen Neus



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:55:33 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: keefe nghe 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 10:08 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

keefe nghe



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:57:48 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: ANN NUSSBAUM 
Date: Tue, Jul 14, 2015 at 11:18 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

ANN NUSSBAUM



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:58:39 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Laura Ohanian 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:01 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Laura Ohanian



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:59:40 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: dogan ozkan 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:57 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

dogan ozkan



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:49:11 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Cheryl Pentz 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:03 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Pentz



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Now is not the time to cut protections for riparian zones and old growth
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:49:53 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sean Peterson 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 7:46 AM
Subject: Now is not the time to cut protections for riparian zones and old growth
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts on the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives. Wise
and profitable management can be achieved through selective logging, and allowing
trees in managed forests to mature non-uniformly.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,
Sean Peterson

Sean Peterson



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:52:23 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Meryl Pinque 
Date: Wed, Jul 8, 2015 at 4:08 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Meryl Pinque



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:56:06 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Robin Poppe 
Date: Fri, Jul 10, 2015 at 2:07 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Robin Poppe



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:59:25 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ella Reeves 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:25 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ella Reeves



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 1:15:40 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Veronica Rehné 
Date: Fri, Jul 17, 2015 at 1:48 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Veronica Rehné



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:52:57 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Line Ringgaard 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:01 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,
Line Ringgaard

Line Ringgaard



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:51:55 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kay Roberts 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 10:54 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kay Roberts



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:44:42 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sabine G. 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 3:25 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Sabine G.



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:55:06 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Charlotte Sahnow 
Date: Thu, Jul 9, 2015 at 10:04 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Sahnow



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:54:55 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Charlotte Sahnow 
Date: Thu, Jul 9, 2015 at 10:02 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Sahnow



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:45:38 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Olivia Schlosser 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 6:14 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Olivia Schlosser



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:55:16 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Marguery Lee Zucker 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 10:01 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Marguery Lee Zucker



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:46:49 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: rohana wolf 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:50 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

rohana wolf



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:57:19 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kimberly Wiley 
Date: Sun, Jul 12, 2015 at 9:53 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Wiley



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:54:53 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Henry Weinberg 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 9:57 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Henry Weinberg



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:58:14 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: SANDRA VITO 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 11:21 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

SANDRA VITO



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:58:51 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Tracy Vetter 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:12 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:59:13 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Danielle Tran 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:25 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Danielle Tran



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:55:56 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Monique TONET 
Date: Fri, Jul 10, 2015 at 12:13 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Monique TONET



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:46:21 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: william toner 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:06 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

william toner



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:52:01 AM
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Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: John Tissavary 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:17 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

John Tissavary



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:56:28 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: James Tillotson 
Date: Fri, Jul 10, 2015 at 6:39 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Tillotson



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:56:18 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: James Tillotson 
Date: Fri, Jul 10, 2015 at 6:39 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Tillotson



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:45:18 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Terry Tedesco-Kerrick 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 5:46 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Terry Tedesco-Kerrick



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:55:46 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kamia Taylor 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 10:18 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy.

As a frequent visitor to this area, I am extremely upset that the new proposed plan
falls far short of truly protecting and restoring these valuable PUBLIC lands. Here are
my concerns about your plans:

Stream, lake and other water source buffers MUST be protected.  Slashing them in
half is ridiculous!  Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep
streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and
for drinking water sources.



Additionally, the BLM must continue to restore stream complexity and structure to
enhance water storage, given the recent shortages across the West.

The plan must not allow further road construction. Instead, the existing road
network needs to be used, and unnecessary roads removed.  It's been well proven
that each mile of road destroys hundreds of animals in the area. Our public forests
don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and
drinking water supplies.

Furthermore, clearcutting forests is repugnant and unnecessary!  There are ample
examples of sustainable selective forest harvesting that work and are highly
profitable!  The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kamia Taylor



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:51:03 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lorelei Stierlen 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 4:21 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Lorelei Stierlen



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:51:43 PM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: anette stauske 
Date: Tue, Jul 7, 2015 at 9:03 PM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

anette stauske



From: m1allen@blm.gov on behalf of RMPs_WesternOregon, BLM_OR
To: RMP-Comments@heg-inc.com
Subject: Fwd: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:52:15 AM

*******
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
web: www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon

FACEBOOK: www.facebook.com/blmoregon
YOUTUBE: www.youtube.com/user/blmoregon 
FLICKR: www.flickr.com/photos/blmoregon 
TWITTER: www.twitter.com/blmoregon

Before including address, phone number, email-address, or any other personal identifying information
in your comments, be advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may
be made publicly available at any time. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you
must state this prominently at the beginning of your comment. While individuals may request that the
BLM withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it will be
able to do so. 

You have received this email because you have previously submitted a request to be on
the mailing list, stakeholder list, submitted a comment, feedback or survey response and/or indicated
interest in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Barb Shamet 
Date: Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 8:48 AM
Subject: Protect Old Forests and Clean Water in Western Oregon!
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov

Dear BLM Planning Team:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of nearly 2.5-million acres of public land in
western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential for clean
drinking water, native species and expanding the recreation economy. Please take
this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my
concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers in half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.
Stream-side buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the
hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water
sources.  Additionally, please ensure that the BLM continues to make efforts to
restore stream complexity and structure to enhance water storage, given the recent



shortages across the West.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should focus management efforts the
thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree
plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old-growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees and native forests on our public lands.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on
public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM
should elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by
the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's
growing recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore our
valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Barb Shamet



From: Jakob Shockey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: RMP Comments
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2015 10:47:34 PM
Attachments: BLM RMP Comments_JakobShockey.pdf

Untitled attachment 00911.txt

To Whom it May Concern,

Please find my comments attached:







From: Peter Mason
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2015 5:28:23 PM

Dear BLM,

Instead of just passing along boilerplate you have most likely seen repeatedly, I cut it down to the stuff
I feel is highest priority for me. 

Your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing streamside
buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road building.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please focus on water and food. Much as I use
conventional forest products, like my wood frame house and my plywood boat, trees are just part of
the resource. We can't drink lumber, nor can salmon breed in it. Please keep the already modest stream
buffers in place. Do you folk fish?

I'm going to pray you are moved by this missive. The BLM is a strong force. As a PUBLiC agency, your
responsibility extends far beyond providing more logs faster and cheaper.  If your kids were burning
through their savings, you would be concerned.  Our forests are our future, and you are responsible for
their condition in fifty and a hundred years. Please find ways to ensure our future.  The living forest can
sustain us if managed responsibly. That must include food and water.  Thanks. 

And now back to the boilerplate bullets from Oregon Wild. I edited them as well. You are intelligent
folks who don't need endless reiteration. You do need to act as stewards, and note that you will have a
lot to discuss at the Pearly Gates.  Extra bucks for timber operators ain't gonna cut it when your eternal
soul's fate is on the line. 

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.

-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.

Sincerely,
Peter Mason

Grateful user of the forest

Peter Mason





From: Victoria Peyser
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2015 2:02:08 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Victoria Peyser



From: MT Coast
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Public Comment on Draft RMP for W. OR
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2015 1:25:30 PM

Mark Tilton

July 22, 2015
 
 
Subject:  Public Comment on the 2015 BLM Draft RMP for Western
Oregon
 
I have resided in Florence for over 10 years and in Oregon for nearly 40 years. 
My comments on the BLM Plan revision reflect only my own views.  My
experience includes 30 years of natural resource management duties with the
USDA-Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), a recent 5 year period
on the City of Florence Planning Commission, and a current position as the
Lower Siuslaw Representative on the Siuslaw Watershed Council.  My views
have been significantly influenced by these experiences.
 
It is important that the final BLM RMP include at least the following provisions:

·        Maintain the current stream buffers established under the NW
Forest Plan.  This should include a no-cut inner zone of 1 Site-potential
tree height (SPTH) on all streams (perennial and intermittent).  On fish
bearing streams the current 2 SPTH buffers should be retained.  If peer-
reviewed, generally accepted science subsequently justifies some harvest
or thinning in the 2nd SPTH zone the plan can be revised.  It is important
to note that there is currently no “new science” that meets this
standard.  See “Conservation of Aquatic and Fishery Resources in the
Pacific Northwest: Implications of New Science for the Aquatic
Conservation Strategy of the Northwest Forest Plan”, Copyright © 2014
Coast Range Association.  Available online at www.coastrange.org .  It is
critical that timber harvest be economically and environmentally
sustainable.

·        Eliminate or minimize the application of chemicals for forest
management purposes.  This eliminates the risk of damage to non-
target plants and wildlife.  If pesticides are used, strongly favor hand
application over aerial application to reduce the risk of unplanned toxic
exposure.

·        Protect mature and old growth forests from logging.  It is these
diverse older forests that are significantly under-represented and provide
the most benefits from a wide range of ecosystem services.

·        Eliminate the focus on clearcutting and emphasize the thinning of
young stands instead.  Harvest goals have been roughly met in recent
years by thinning operations.

·        Require multi-species tree planting after harvest.  The diversity of
future forests will contribute significantly to higher timber revenue over
time as well as increased benefits from watershed services.

·        Reduce road impacts by strengthening density restrictions for Key



Watersheds and allowing no net increase in road density in any
watershed.

·        Protect all proposed lands with wilderness characteristics, ACECs,
and Wild and Scenic Rivers.

·        Maintain the Survey and Manage program to protect rare plants
and animals.
                               

A BLM RMP for western Oregon that includes the above provisions will provide
truly sustainable timber revenue as well as additional sustainable watershed
benefits.  These additional benefits include a more diverse healthy economy,
clean water, longer and cooler stream flow in the summer, rural irrigation and
residential water supplies, moderation of extreme flood events, less sediment
in rivers, a vibrant watershed restoration economy, diverse recreational
opportunities, and a continuation of the current salmon recovery being seen in
several watersheds. 
 
We have had four years in Florence and Mapleton of being visited by
increasingly large numbers of recreational fishermen due to the returning wild
coho fishery on the river.  In addition, the lure of being able to fish for wild
salmon within the city limits from the bank, or launching your boat at the Port
facilities in town to fish the expanse of the Siuslaw River is a huge quality of
life attraction for potential future residents deciding where to relocate.  Any
change in management of BLM lands that would weaken the Aquatic
Protections of the NW Forest plan would put this current income, potential
future income and growth, and resulting jobs in serious jeopardy.  It is
precisely those protections that have resulted in a significant increase in
watershed health and resulting increasing salmon runs in many coastal
watersheds, including the Siuslaw.
 
Taking a close look at local Siuslaw Watershed illustrates the importance of the
O & C Lands to maintaining at least a moderately well functioning watershed. 
The ownership in the Siuslaw basin is 25% USFS, 25% O & C Lands, and 50 %
private (much of that industrial forestland).  At the present time, the 50% in
federal ownership is providing critical vegetation cover, stand age diversity,
plant species diversity, and effective riparian buffers that are not available to a
significant extent on private lands.  The federal land is the glue that is holding
the watershed together.
 
It is useful to remember that the original O&C Act of 1937 dictated “…the
timberlands shall be managed…in conformity with the principal of sustained
yield for the purpose of providing a permanent source of timber supply,
protecting watersheds, regulating stream flow, and contributing to the
economic stability of local communities and industries, and providing
recreational facilities…”.  In spite of mixed court rulings, a plain text reading of
the act clearly demonstrates that a balanced, sustainable management regime
for a wide variety of benefits was intended for these lands. 
 
These are public lands to be managed for the benefit of current and future
generations.  They need to be managed for sustainability of all ecosystem
services, not just timber production.  That can only be done by retaining
significant environmental protections.



 
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Mark Tilton

 



From: Daniel Collay
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2015 10:02:13 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Daniel Collay



From: PETE AND ALIE ORTIZ
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: FW: Please send comments to BLM about the proposed management plan for Western Oregon - this impacts

your public lands
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2015 11:05:12 AM

To Whom It May Concern,

As an advocate for SUTA, I just want to provide my concurrence of the five points provided
by the SUTA board.  A balanced approach is not just reasonable, but crucial for sustained
future recreational use for ALL, AND sustained future ecological health of our wild places.
 Thank you for you efforts.  

v/r, Pete V. Ortiz Jr.

From: 
To: 
Subject: Please send comments to BLM about the proposed management plan for Western
Oregon - this impacts your public lands
Date: Sat, 11 Jul 2015 08:11:41 -0700

SUTA five points.
      Thank BLM for recognizing that the fastest growing recreational activities in Southern

Oregon (and the rest of Oregon)  are the wide array of  non-motorized recreation –
hiking, bicycling, horseback riding, birdwatching, trail running, snow shoeing and cross
country skiing and more and that recreation plays an important role in the region’s
economy. Please encourage strong support for non-motorized recreation in the final
plan.  In BLM’s failed 2005 effort to create a new resource management plan, the focus was
on motorized recreation and almost nothing on non-motorized recreation.  For example, in the
2005 draft RMP there were 13 off-highway vehicle emphasis areas proposed for just the
Medford District - covering thousands of acres. Thankfully that plan was never put into
effect.  In the current RMP proposal, a much more balanced approach is taken for non-
motorized and motorized recreation.  We are delighted to see this shift in management but
your comments could re-inforce the need to provide for both non-motorized and motorized
recreation in the final plan. 
 

       Encourage designation of recreation management areas covering existing and proposed
non-motorized trails.   The creation of RMAs throughout the Medford District and
Oregon is of high importance to insure recreational amenities are actively managed and
protected. 
 
BLM has proposed the creation of recreation management areas (RMAs) in order to focus
management attention to specific current or future recreational activities such as the Sterling
Mine Ditch Trail and proposed trails such as the Jack-Ash Trail and the Applegate Ridge
Trail.  In the case of trails, the RMA is a corridor along the trail.   Each of the different
proposed RMAs will be managed for specific recreational purposes, some are non-motorized



only such as the Sterling Mine Ditch trail or PCT, some are large extended recreation
management areas for both motorized and non-motorized use or they could include areas
such as the BLM camping facilities at Hyatt Lake.  We have three specific recommendations
related to RMAs:
 

      The Sterling Mine Ditch Trail, Jack-Ash Trail and Applegate Ridge Trail are included in the
several of the alternatives (Alternatives C&D) in the proposed plans as recreation
management areas - but voicing your support for designating these trails as RMAs in the final
plan would be a huge help.
 

      Along non-motorized trails, these recreation management areas should provide a 250 foot-
wide buffer to prevent timber harvesting, new roads, target shooting or mining activities that
would adversely affect the quality of your recreational experience.  The PCT, as a national
trail, is asking for a ½ mile buffer on each side of the trail where specific management
considerations will be required.  We support protected trail buffers.
 

      We recommend as one of the management principles for RMAs, that areas designated as
“lands with wilderness characteristics” such as the Dakabutede area above the Sterling Mine
Ditch Trail or the Wellington Butte area that the Applegate Ridge Trail will travel through, 
be limited to strictly non-motorized recreational uses.  Under two of the alternatives (C&D)
the proposed plan could open the roadless areas above the Sterling Mine Ditch trail to off-
highway vehicles.  The proposed RMA covering much of Anderson Butte - called the
Anderson Addition RMA - is an extensive area allowing for both motorized and non-
motorized recreational use.  While we recognize the need to provide opportunities for both
motorized and non-motorized recreation, we do not want to see areas classified as “lands with
wilderness characteristics” such as the Dakabutede, opened to future OHV use. 
 

      Urge the BLM in the final RMP to set priorities within each district for completing
specific travel management plans and set a schedule within the next three years for
completing them.  The proposed plan would limit OHV use to designated (i.e. BLM
approved) OHV trails and roads and temporarily to “existing” trails (i.e. user created
unauthorized trails) until a travel management plan has been completed.   All existing trails
will be reviewed under a travel management plan once the RMP is adopted. All future trails
(motorized or non-motorized) must be subject to an environmental review without exception
- in order to make sure our future trails are sustainable and do not cause resource damage or
create user conflicts. The proposed RMP sets the guidance that a travel management plan will
be completed within five years.  However, for the last 10 years, the Medford BLM has
promised they would complete a travel management plan to address decisions about its roads
and trails but nothing has been started.   The travel management process involves conducting
a complete environmental impact study to determine which existing unauthorized trails
should be allowed to remain open, which should be modified and which should be
eliminated. We strongly urge BLM to include a map in the final RMP of the existing
unauthorized trails that will be grandfathered temporarily throughout the Medford district.  In
addition, no further user-created (motorized or non-motorized) trails should be permitted
after the publication of the draft RMP (April 2015).  In addition, SUTA recommends that a
travel management plan for the BLM lands from Anderson Butte to Wagner Gap be listed as
a high priority for a completed travel management plan by December 2017.
 

       Target shooting should be limited to designated special recreation areas.  We are



delighted that the BLM recognizes in the draft RMP the public safety hazard caused by un-
restricted target shooting on BLM lands. While we have no issue with people hunting during
the hunting season, target shooting on BLM lands close to populated areas, at trailheads and
over trails creates life and death safety challenges.  Furthermore, target shooting is associated
with increased trash and resource damage, and destroys the quality of the recreational
experience for other users of these public lands.  The proposed plan suggests creating safety
zones around trailheads and along trails.  This should apply to both motorized and non-
motorized trails and we are thrilled with this first important step to managed target shooting. 
However, in light of the heavy concentration of recreation (both motorized and non-
motorized) as well as target shooting near populated areas,  such as the Anderson Butte to
Wagner Butte ridgeline -  we strongly recommend creating specific safe target practice areas
for lands currently experiencing serious public safety concerns due to target shooting.  This
will protect public safety and the quality of the recreational experience for everyone.
 

      Timber Harvests should be at sustainable levels, and protect water quality, wildlife and
other ecological values on our public lands.  Under all alternatives proposed, more timber
will be harvested off your public lands.   SUTA supports managing our forests to make them
healthier and more fire resilient at an appropriate, sustainable level of timber production. 
However, the levels of timber harvests should reflect equal consideration of the impacts on all
affected ecological resources and the economic impacts on the robust and growing
agricultural and recreational sectors of Oregon’s economy.  In southern Oregon’s dry forests,
particular care must be taken to not focus on short-term timber production when the
repercussions of clear-cuts or any over-cutting will be felt for many decades.    For multiple
ecological reasons, we strongly oppose the re-introduction of clear cutting on federal lands. 
And from the perspective of recreation, few people enjoy recreating in a clear-cut.  It should
be noted that recreation on BLM lands now provides far more economic value to Oregon’s
economy than timber production.
Thank you for taking the time to make sure BLM hears your opinions on how you would like
your public resources managed now and into the future.   When you are out enjoying your
public lands in the future, you will know that you helped play a role in their management. 
Please send in your comments to the Oregon BLM by July 23rd either by mail or email to:
RMPs for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
P.O. Box 2965
Portland, Oregon 97208
Electronic mail (email):
blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Thank you,
The SUTA Board
   
 



From: naturedoctor@
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments on RMP
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2015 9:22:57 AM

Thank you for reading my comment: 

I am very concerned about the proposed changes open up public lands to 
extensive clear cutting as well as mineral extraction, increasing the potential for 
further pollution of our air, soil, and water and threatening sensitive wildlife for 
the benefit of a few for profit companies and to the detriment of the taxpayers.  

 

According to State statistics, Tourism in Oregon is a $10.3 billion industry and 
growing. http://industry.traveloregon.com/ http://industry.traveloregon.com/ This 
industry directly generates more than 101,000 jobs in Oregon-and indirectly 
creates another 52,500 jobs. As a key driver in Oregon's economy, what we do 
every day to support tourism matters. Forestry is on the decline and more 
people are coming to Oregon to interact with the beauty and wildlife that is still 
intact here than ever before. Few visitors, if any, enjoy the checker board effect 
of the current "Land Management Practices". Encouraging clear-cutting and 
harvest within Riparian zones on public lands is a huge step backward for the 
economy of our state and the health of our environment both locally and 
globally.

 

I’d like to see an alternative presented in the plan that leaves the forest intact 
beyond 15% of the original stands, and would have the potential to shrink the 
protected zones around streams by up to 40%. Please present a "no clear-
cutting action alternative" including an intact buffer zone for all streams in your 
final statement that can be supported by the majority of Oregonians, not just 
the few who wish to profit from the hasty extraction of resources.

 

 

Sincerely,

 

Margaret Philhower





From: Terry Davis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: RMP for Western Oregon.
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 9:23:12 PM

Thanks for looking at my comments on the proposed RMP for Western Oregon.

In this rural community that is stabilizing itself economically, socially and ecologically around the natural beauty 
of these lands that you want to "manage" , it is somewhat appalling, breathtaking and extremely threatening to
see a plan that would take it all away in a frenzy of barbaric clear-cutting.
The logic of this plan is an exercise in cognitive dissonance; you come into a stable community that has evolved
beyond the resource extraction mentality  into a far more sophisticated community system of mutual support ,
exchange and inter- family connectedness in a culture of entrepreneurs, artists, inventors, farmers and
organizers that live lives that are extrinsically entwined with the surrounding forest ecology ......and ask us if we
would like to have our forests devastated so some timber CEO can afford another vacation villa in the Cayman
Islands. Why would we want this....?... when;
According to State statistics, Tourism in Oregon is a $10.3 billion industry and
growing. http://industry.traveloregon.com/   This industry directly generates more than 101,000 jobs in Oregon-
and indirectly creates another 52,500 jobs.  As a key driver in Oregon's economy, what we do every day to
support tourism matters. Forestry is on the decline and more people are coming to Oregon to interact with the
beauty and wildlife that is still intact here than ever before.  Few visitors, if any, enjoy the checker board effect of
the current "Land Management Practices".  Encouraging clear-cutting and harvest within Riparian zones on
public lands is a huge step backward for the economy of our state and the health of our environment both locally
and globally; in these times of dramatic climate change, the forests are drying out and burning up. Clearing the
land of it's protective cover and allowing the sun to bake it dry is so short sighted and morally wrong now that I
wonder how advocates of such practices can live with the news every night about the climate threats to our
children's future. 

At present, there is no alternative presented in the plan that leaves the forest intact beyond 15% of the original
stands, and would have the potential to shrink the protected zones around streams by up to 40%.  Please present
a "no clear-cutting action alternative" including an intact buffer zone for all streams in your final statement that
can be supported by the majority of Oregonians, not just the few who wish to profit from the hasty extraction of
resources.

                                                  Sincerely, Terry Davis
                                                                        
                                                                        
                                                                        



From: marjorie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: resource management
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 6:26:42 PM

I live in  where we need to protect  the wild and scenic rivers and I want you 
to protect our streams in your management and continue to do fire prevention 
thinning on the  smaller trees but no clear cuts and leave old growth where ever it 
has survived, especially  riparian zones. 
Thank you Marjorie Reynolds,  



From: Hardt, Richard
To: comments
Cc: Mark Brown; Aimee Hoefs; RMP records
Subject: Fwd: Comment - "protest" on RMP
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 2:32:34 PM
Attachments: Nina Horsely Protest Letter_RMP comment_14Jul15.pdf

Please include the attached document as a comment letter on Draft RMP/EIS for the
RMPs for Western Oregon.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kerwin, Anthony <akerwin@blm.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 21, 2015 at 2:17 PM
Subject: Comment - "protest" on RMP
To: Richard Hardt <rhardt@blm.gov>, Mark Brown <m3brown@blm.gov>, Aimee
Hoefs <ahoefs@blm.gov>

Richard, Mark, & Aimee,

This appears to be regarding the RMP.  Since she states that it a protest and set it via
Certified Mail, should we respond to her and let her know that it was sent up to you
as a comment?  Or, will you take it from here?

Thanks,

Tony
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Anthony Kerwin
Medford District BLM
District Planning and Environmental Coordinator
District Science Coordinator
(541) 618-2402

-- 
________________________________

Richard Hardt
Interdisciplinary Team Leader
RMPs for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
(541) 683-6690





From: Gail Oberst
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments: Polk County BLM Land
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 1:57:03 PM

As a resident and a member of the Luckiamute Watershed Council, I support management practices 
that protect and improve watershed health and fish and wildlife habitat. To my mind, this would include 
restricting logging operations in old growth forests, and encouraging the expansion of older forests in 
riparian zones — not only those streams identified as homes to full-grown fish, but also those upstream 
tributaries that harbor small salmonid fish during times of drought and hot weather.
Unrelated, I would ask that the BLM develop a sensible economic process as they decide on timber 
sales. For example, if timber is selling at a low price due to to the lack of construction or other local 
markets, then the BLM should be required to wait for a more sensible time to sell logging rights. There 
are formulas that can be adopted to this affect.
And on the subject of local markets — BLM holds its land in trust for the U.S. public. It should require 
all of its bidders to sell BLM-sourced timber to American manufacturers — and not just manufactures of 
raw logs. Local processing — converting the logs into product such as furniture, 2X4s, plywood or other 
finished or semi-finished product, should be a requisite.

Gail Oberst



From: Sunrise Ocean
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Fwd: Comments on proposed resource management plan
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 1:17:01 PM

Thank you for taking the time to review my comments on the proposed RMP for
western Oregon.

These proposed changes open up public lands to extensive clear cutting as well as
mineral extraction, increasing the potential for further pollution of our air, soil, and
water and threatening sensitive wildlife for the benefit of a few of the biggest
players in the private sector of resource extraction.  

According to State statistics, Tourism in Oregon is a $10.3 billion industry and
growing. http://industry.traveloregon.com/   This industry directly generates more
than 101,000 jobs in Oregon-and indirectly creates another 52,500 jobs.  As a key
driver in Oregon's economy, what we do every day to support tourism matters.
Forestry is on the decline and more people are coming to Oregon to interact with
the beauty and wildlife that is still intact here than ever before.  Few visitors, if any,
enjoy the checker board effect of the current "Land Management Practices". 
Encouraging clear-cutting and harvest within Riparian zones on public lands is a
huge step backward for the economy of our state and the health of our environment
both locally and globally.

At present, there is no alternative presented in the plan that leaves the forest intact
beyond 15% of the original stands, and would have the potential to shrink the
protected zones around streams by up to 40%.  Please present a "no clear-cutting
action alternative" including an intact buffer zone for all streams in your final
statement that can be supported by the majority of Oregonians, not just the few
who wish to profit from the hasty extraction of resources.

                                           Sincerely
                                           Sunrise Ocean
                                           
                                           



From: Chris Lawrence
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 12:30:41 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Chris Lawrence



From: Levy, Sarah
To: BLM_OR RMPWO_Comments
Subject: Fwd: OR/WA BLM Public Comment Form - BLM Programs
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 8:01:51 AM

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Folliard, Lee <lfolliard@blm.gov>
Date: Fri, Jul 17, 2015 at 8:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: OR/WA BLM Public Comment Form - BLM Programs
To: Sarah Levy <slevy@blm.gov>
Cc: Rick Schultz <rschultz@blm.gov>

Sarah - I believe this may be intended as RMP comments.  Passing it along.

Lee

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: SO_Land_Office_Mail, BLM_OR <blm_or_so_land_office_mail@blm.gov>
Date: Thu, Jul 16, 2015 at 6:30 AM
Subject: Fwd: OR/WA BLM Public Comment Form - BLM Programs
To: Lee Folliard <lfolliard@blm.gov>, Richard Schultz <rschultz@blm.gov>

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: 
Date: Wed, Jul 15, 2015 at 4:57 PM
Subject: OR/WA BLM Public Comment Form - BLM Programs
To: OR/WA Public Web Comments <BLM_OR_SO_Land_Office_Mail@blm.gov>

Requestor: Rev. Alice Orsini
E-mail address: 

Comments:
I beg the Federal and State lands and forests programs to stop all
timber sales of our primeval forests.We can develop new work and
income programs for communities in less than 4 years but these trees
take centuries to develop. Stop all poisonous defoliant and insect
spraying everywhere; we still do not know all the long range
disastrous effects on humans and other living species.

-- 
_______________________________________



Lee Folliard
Branch Chief for Forest Resources and Special Status Species
Bureau of Land Management
Oregon/Washington State Office
1220 SW 3rd Ave., Portland, OR 97204
(503) 808-6077
lfolliard@blm.gov

-- 

Sarah A. Levy
Public Affairs Officer
RMPs for Western Oregon
503-808-6217
slevy@blm.gov



From: Sally Cadonau
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 7:57:04 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Sally Cadonau



From:
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat creek trail system
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 7:34:31 AM

To whom it may concern,
The preservation of this system is imperative to the longevity of the area for both the natural habitat
and for recreation. The trails have existed forever and have been revitalized by the one and only Todd
Olson and our friends. It is from the respect and admiration of the area that the system was born. By
way of the BLM involvement we have a unique opportunity to show our community the value that
outdoor mountain bikers add. We as riders cherish this unique area and fully support the BLM.

On a personal level the recent loss of the Riverview Natural area being closed to bikers places even
more value on Wildcat. Please do the right thing.

Respectfully,

Killian Funk



From: roxie harrington
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Monday, July 20, 2015 8:00:59 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



roxie harrington



From: Susie Linford
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Monday, July 20, 2015 5:21:58 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Susie Linford



From: Todd Olson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Date: Monday, July 20, 2015 3:58:53 PM

I am writing in regards to mountain bike trails at wildcat creek road. Myself an one
other local resident are caretakers of this area being involved with these trails for
nearly 20 years. I'm sure by now you have read many comments on what a truly
unique an special area this spot is. I'd like to express the ways this treasure is
maintained by a small crew of us with nearly weekly maintenence during wet
weather especially an any other conditions for that matter.  All trails get constant
attention maintaining drainage to ensure sustainability, clearing downed trees an
limbs for safety year round an rebuilding damaged sections to preserve trail
conditions. Other things to ensure this area maintains a positive experience for all
users beyond just the bicyclists has been building a relationship with all residents on
this short half mile road that bicycle traffic travels past any concerns from Neighbors
come to me first to deal with any problems that arise. I routinely remove trash from
parking area at gate nearly daily an make annual trips up road on earth day with
hefty bag picking up items as small as a quarter. You won't find a volunteer
maintained area this clean anywhere. I also reach out to other user groups such as
hikers horseback riders mushroom pickers etc. There is no conflict with these groups
they remain on road while we are on the trails predominantly. Including this area for
recreation would be a great compliment to the largely popular trails at sandy ridge
offering a more advanced experience for upper level riders many professional
mountain bike racers travel from outside the region to train for competition. Thank
you for your consideration



From: John Hamburg
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Monday, July 20, 2015 12:28:34 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



John Hamburg



From: Denise Lytle
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Monday, July 20, 2015 4:12:53 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Denise Lytle



From: Chantal Gaboriau
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Monday, July 20, 2015 12:00:39 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Chantal Gaboriau



From: Molly Monroe
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Sunday, July 19, 2015 11:29:26 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Molly Monroe
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July 19, 2015 
 
RMP for Western Oregon 
Bureau of Land Management 
PO 2965 
Portland, OR 97208 
blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov  
 
Comment regarding:  
Socioeconomics and Environmental Justice issues 
Articles from a newspaper published in a poverty population illustrate the RMP goals for increased 
logging will have a disproportionate negative effect on this community and exacerbate their distressed 
financial condition by impacting the sectors of the economy that are most meaningful to the economic 
stability that residents are working to build through active participation and cooperation. 
 
 
Dear RMP Staff; 
 
Attached are articles published July 15, 2015 in a weekly newspaper located in a community that 
is identified on Map 3-8 (Vol 2, Chpt 3, p594) as a poverty population. This population is located 
in Josephine County, identified on the map as a poverty county.  
 
Residents living in this community know what economic growth options are best based on 
decades of firsthand experience and communication among stakeholders. On page 599 of 
Volume 2, the authors of the RMP tell readers that increased timber harvesting is necessary to 
assure the BLM does not disproportionately negatively affect a poverty population. Readers are 
told that reduced timber harvesting would result in timber employment losses that would 
exacerbate our distressed financial condition. This premise for compliance with environmental 
justice illustrates the BLM’s understanding of what poverty populations need from forest 
management is absolutely inaccurate. 
 
In reality, the increased timber harvesting objectives of the RMP will disproportionately and 
negatively affect this poverty population by taking away the forest resources needed for job 
growth in the sectors of the economy that are most meaningful to this community. Rural 
residents with decades of experience living in this community are dedicating their time and effort 
to build a tourism economy while the RMP is trying to force us to become a timber-based 
economy. If the BLM prevails and allows the timber industry to dominate over community goals, 
the outcome will exacerbate our distressed financial condition by obliterating the forest resources 
-  the natural assets - that give us the strongest competitive advantage for attracting tourist 
spending, retirees, innovators, home-based entrepreneurs, telecommuters, and small industry. 
The timber industry will do nothing to help us build on this advantage. 
 
The following articles are intended to help RMP authors understand what active residents and 
organizations in poverty populations are doing to support main street businesses, increase quality 
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of life for its residents, and solve social problems, all of which is being accomplished by 
community collaboration and cooperation.  
 
Three other comment letters with articles from the June 24, July 1, and July 8 editions have been 
submitted to RMP staff. Compare those articles with articles in this edition for a better resolution 
on what is being done in a poverty population to solve problems and what economic sectors this 
community regards as being the most important for building a stable and resilient economy.   
 
We are not a timber community.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Roger Brandt 

  
________________________________ 
 
We care about wildlife 
Backyard bird watching is a series written by a local resident who is active on the boards of the 
Senior Center, Lions Club, and has been the annual Labor Day parade organizer for several 
years. The article is sponsored by the Young Master Gardeners, which is organized by the local 
Garden Club, a group that was responsible for establishing Rough & Ready Forest State Park in 
1937. The BLM has a Recreation Management Area (RMA) and Area of Critical Environmental 
Concern (ACEC) adjacent to this park.  
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We care about logging heritage 
We care about logging heritage and the history of the valley. Note that the quilt club made a 
donation toward development of a youth activity book and the Josephine County Cultural 
Coalition for the production of a book giving a pictorial history of this low income community. 
There is also recognition of the collaborative effort to commemorate the View-Master story at 
Oregon Caves, which included several nonprofits including the Kerbyville Museum.   
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Everyone is talking about economic stability except the BLM 
Note that the two County Commissioners mentioned near the bottom of the last column both 
support this agricultural product because they care about economic stability. They not only care, 
they are getting their hand into the dirt to help the industry get established. 
 
Economic stability is critical to poverty and low income communities. Economic stability is one 
of the five purposes identified in the O&C Act that is supposed be achieved through forest 
production but there is nothing that can be found in the entire RMP that describes how the RMP 
will manage resources to achieve this. Why isn’t the RMP addressing economic stability? 
 
This article illustrates what a poverty community is doing to build a diversified economy. We are 
not transitioning out of timber; we are already out.  
 
Timber will always be a valued industry but the RMP emphasis on increasing timber harvesting 
to help provide jobs in this poverty population isn’t going to do anything to build economic 
stability  in this community. 
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Separate outside opinions do not reflect poverty community culture 
The objective of this comment letter is to provide an insight to what residents living in a poverty 
community are doing to improve quality of life, appreciate the natural and cultural heritage of the region, 
provide recreational and educational opportunities for our children, and discuss opportunities for 
developing a stable economy.  
 
The entire article below involves the opinions and expertise of one person who lives outside of this 
community and appears to be promoting a timber agenda but with a narrow perspective. For example he 
says harvesting is needed to reduce fire hazards but neglects to say that this is temporary. In 5-6 years, 
broadleaf hardwoods grow back in a jackstraw of tinder dry slash creating a major fire threat. With the 
timber gone, there is no funding to fix the problem other than taxpayer dollars. He doesn’t mention 
economic stability but why would he think about that when he is living where increased logging will have 
no impact on him. Economic stability is a top priority in low income communities. He is not a rural voice. 
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Two perspectives on the RMP 
This article illustrates a fairly balanced and opposing perspective on the RMP from residents 
who live in this poverty community.  
 
It is notable that the person who is upset about logging proponents “cherry picking” from the 
O&C Act for the goal of justifying increased logging is the only one advocating for sustained 
harvesting practices and calling attention to the O&C Act mandate for forest production that 
contributes to economic stability. His voice reflects a concern for the entire community. The mill 
owner reflects a concern for themselves.  
 
This same dichotomy carries into the BLM assertion that the O&C Act mandates a timber 
volume must be harvested, presumably to provide resources for people who speak up for their 
personal wellbeing, and does this by ignoring the mandate for economic stability that is critical to 
the survival of an entire poverty community. Why is the BLM ignoring economic stability? 
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An old series on local recreation  
This is a rerun of an article from a series written in the early 1960s. Recreation and tourism has 
been a significant part of this valley’s history for decades. The Valley’s hospitality heritage 
reaches back to the earliest years of the Oregon gold rush (1851) and thrived through the 1880’s 
when the main supply road for southern Oregon came through this community. It continued with 
the establishment of Oregon Caves National Monument in 1909 followed by tourism promotion 
efforts to the Oregon Cavemen (1922) and publicity stunts like the Indian Marathon of 1927. 
Tourism continued with construction of the Oregon Caves Chateau (1934), and visitor 
registration rules of the 1940s to get travelers into local chambers and visitor centers. Mining has 
come and gone and the same with timber but the bastion of reliability and economic stability in 
this community has always been tourism.  

 
 
Residents voice opposition to industrial intrusion 
Most people in this poverty community do not want industry to tear up the values that we moved 
here to enjoy. If we wanted to live and work in an industrial community, that’s where we would 
move. The BLM is orienting the RMP to prescribe industrial solutions for solving rural 
economic challenges when this is what many people moved here to escape.  
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Volunteer program for community solutions 
This illustrates another example of community collaboration in a poverty population to educate 
youth, help each other solve problems, and offer opportunities for low income families to raise 
food. Nonprofits include the Josephine County Libraries, Safe House Alliance, Farmer’s Market, 
and Garden Club. No one is sitting back and demanding increased logging to pay county 
government to help us because historically county government has always ignored this 
community no matter how much money they get. This is how poverty populations in rural 
communities solve problems.

 
 
Taking care of our children 
Notice that most of the sponsors for the 
Boy & Girl Club are businesses that earn 
a portion of their income from the 
traveling public and would benefit from 
forest productivity that increased 
resources needed for tourism promotion. 
The BLM’s emphasis on increasing 
logging will take away the values that 
travelers seek - scenery, diverse wildlife, 
clean rivers - and this threatens to impact 
tourist dependent businesses. Read the 
names of the people that increased 
logging will harm.   
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Quality of life attracts small business 
This is an example of quality of life attracting entrepreneurs and small business into the 
community. Someone will likely want to point out that this isn’t creating any jobs (yet) but this 
requires ignoring this person has created his own job and is now doing business outside of the 
valley, which means they are bringing external money into the community where it is circulated 
to support jobs in other businesses.  
 
This is an example of rural microenterprise. there are others. For example there is a resident who 
constructs specialty instruments (eg; hurdy-gurdy), and a resident who makes precision furniture 
from native hardwoods, and another who makes furniture from burl wood, a jeweler, a detail 
auto shop operated from a garage, and many others. These products and services are sold or 
provided to customers outside of the community. They may not make a “living” wage from this 
but their job allows them to live at home and do the things they enjoy. That’s the point of living 
in a rural community. Increased timber harvesting takes away the values these people cherish 
and may cause them to move to a community that provides these values. Oregon gains nothing 
from driving microenterprise out of the state.    

 



From: Jamie Harris
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Sunday, July 19, 2015 8:56:25 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jamie Harris



From: Jacqualyn Aiello
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Sunday, July 19, 2015 3:30:13 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Jacqualyn Aiello



From: Sherrill Gray
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Sunday, July 19, 2015 7:30:10 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Sherrill Gray



From: Davy Sweetman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Western Oregon Planning Comment
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 10:51:58 PM
Attachments: Dear BLM letter.docx

Dear BLM,                                                                                                    July 19, 2015

 

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I value the
public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences, the clean water that
flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

 

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with its proposal
to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

 

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing streamside
buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road building. Focusing on
protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect important habitat for salmon and
other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change, protect recreation opportunities now and in the
future, and reduce controversy over land management.

 

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that include:

 

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been logged, and
there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for wildlife in a fragmented
landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of climate change.

-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest areas – and
emphasize thinning in young stands instead.

-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest Plan.
Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial wildlife species
and water quality.

-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These areas are
important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of life. All eligible special
areas should be protected.

-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the biggest
use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user conflicts. Please
ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise and OHV intrusion.

-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey & Manage
program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare plants and animals
because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.

-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After decades of
clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to recover. Let’s keep the focus
on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened species and a scarred landscape.

-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western Oregon BLM
lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to reduce the road system and
the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and watersheds.  

                                                                                                                                                                    
                             

  I believe that the forest lands have been overcut to such an extent that natural systems, such as our water
supply, the viability of salmon runs, and the fertility of our forests are now in jeopardy.  Fish are dying in our rivers
because they are too warm. An old forest is cool on a hot day. A clearcut is hellish.  The forest floor of an old
forest is soft, and full of duff and litter.  A new plantation shows red clay with a dusting of needles. The soil
structure has been destroyed. Each successive generation will surely be less productive than the prior.  In this era



of a warming planet, it is imperative that we focus on nurturing and protecting our forest lands, so that we will be
able to enjoy their many benefits in perpetuity.

        

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me informed.

Sincerely,                                                                                                                                                         
 

David Sweetman

                                                                                                               



From: Chris Lish
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife -- Resource Management Plans for

Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 10:37:38 PM

Saturday, July 18, 2015
 
RMPs for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
P.O. Box 2965
Portland, Oregon 97208
 
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife --
Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
 
To the Bureau of Land Management Project Manager Mark Brown,
 
Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).
The new plan will affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The
forests and rivers managed by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) are essential
to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands.
 

“Our duty to the whole, including to the unborn generations, bids us to restrain an
unprincipled present-day minority from wasting the heritage of these unborn
generations. The movement for the conservation of wildlife and the larger
movement for the conservation of all our natural resources are essentially
democratic in spirit, purpose and method.”
-- Theodore Roosevelt

 
Here are my concerns about your plans:
 
I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by half in nearly all the
alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is
critical to salmon and for drinking water sources. Please protect stream buffers on
these lands.
 

“It is horrifying that we have to fight our own government to save the
environment.”
-- Ansel Adams

 
The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the
existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking
water supplies.
 



“Our government is like a rich and foolish spendthrift who has inherited a
magnificent estate in perfect order, and then has left his fields and meadows,
forests and parks to be sold and plundered and wasted.”
-- John Muir

 
We don’t need more clearcuts; instead we should think the thousands of acres that
were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM
plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.
 

“As we peer into society’s future, we—you and I, and our government—must
avoid the impulse to live only for today, plundering for our own ease and
convenience the precious resources of tomorrow. We cannot mortgage the
material assets of our grandchildren without risking the loss also of their political
and spiritual heritage. We want democracy to survive for all generations to come,
not to become the insolvent phantom of tomorrow.”
-- Dwight D. Eisenhower

 
The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty
of forest work that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction
around homes and communities. We don’t need to cut what little remains of our
mature trees on our public forests.
 

“In permitting the sacrifice of anything that would be of the slightest value to future
visitors to the convenience, bad taste, playfulness, carelessness, or wanton
destructiveness of present visitors, we probably yield in each case the interest of
uncounted millions to the selfishness of a few individuals.”
-- Frederick Law Olmstead

 
I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public
land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should
elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching, and many other forms of quiet
outdoor activities.
 

“Every man who appreciates the majesty and beauty of the wilderness and of wild
life, should strike hands with the farsighted men who wish to preserve our material
resources, in the effort to keep our forests and our game beasts, game-birds, and
game-fish—indeed, all the living creatures of prairie and woodland and seashore
—from wanton destruction. Above all, we should realize that the effort toward this
end is essentially a democratic movement.”
-- Theodore Roosevelt

 
The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential to clean drinking water,
native salmon runs, and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please take this
opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.
 

“A thing is right when it tends to preserve the integrity, stability, and beauty of the
biotic community. It is wrong when it tends otherwise.”
-- Aldo Leopold



 
Thank you for your attention to my comments. Please do NOT add my name to your
mailing list. I will learn about future developments on this issue from other sources.
 
Sincerely,
Christopher Lish



From: ASK Wilde Hilde
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: RMPs for Western Oregon ATTN: State Director Jerry Perez
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 4:35:18 PM

Dear Mr Perez,
Please watch this video in earnest it is called  Green Gold - Documentary 
by John D. Liu 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YBLZmwlPa8A
and call in talents like Geoff Lawton and Sepp Holzer 
both of whom are capable and available for large scale works. Both have 
flawless reputations in these types of planning projects. I know of no other 
way to explain my hopes for the restoration of forests that allows for 
plentiful harvests of timber, healthy riparian habitat as well as calculated 
permanent forests that are managed to contain a greater variety of overall 
vegetative spices. I hope you see how Dr. Liu's documentary and the 
overall design can be adapted to forest management. I would love nothing 
more than to speak with you myself, short of that I implore you to study 
these 3 men and their work as it could apply to our forests future.
It takes a big person to do your work and to consider all the suggestion 
put before you, thank you for that work and your time Roxanne Sterling 
Falkenstein
AgroForestry student 4th year Cave Junction, Oregon
541 592 3770
-- 

"Ensnar'd in flowers, I fall in the grass."
Marvell

"These are my principals if you don't like them, I have more"
Groucho Marks



From: Defenders of Wildlife on behalf of Inez Hein
To: BLM_OR_RMPWO_Comments@blm.gov
Subject: Protect Oregon"s public forests
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 3:17:01 PM

Jul 18, 2015

BLM director for Oregon and Washington Jerome Perez

Dear BLM director for Oregon and Washington Perez,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Resource Management
Plans for Western Oregon (RMP). The new plan will affect the future of
2.5 million acres of public land that provide essential wildlife
habitat, clean drinking water, spawning streams for native salmon while
supporting a myriad of recreational pursuits and growing, sustainable
regional economies. Please protect and restore these valuable public
lands.

Here are my concerns about the draft plan:

Habitat protection. The BLM should protect all mature and old growth
trees and forests. There is plenty of work that could be done to
restore previously logged forests and reduce fire fuels around homes
and communities. We don't need to cut the rare and valuable mature and
old growth habitat that remains on these lands.

Stream buffers. I am disappointed that the BLM is proposing to slash
stream buffers by half in nearly all of the alternatives proposed in
the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep
streams cool in the hot summer months - cool, clean water is critical
to conserving salmon and protecting drinking water sources.

Road construction. The plan would allow further road construction
instead of using the existing road network and removing unnecessary
roads. Our public forests don't need more roads that deliver sediment
into our streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

Please conserve these public forests and waterways for people to enjoy
and explore. Recreation in BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar
industry, and the RMP should acknowledge the value that hiking,
boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
recreational activities contribute to the economic health of the
region.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers
managed by the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon
runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please take this
opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Thank you for your consideration.

Ms. Inez Hein





From: Veronica Rehne
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 2:27:58 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Veronica Rehne



From: Gordon Lyford
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments on RMPs for Western Oregon O&C Lands
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 3:15:45 PM

These are my comments on the BLM O&C Draft Resource Management 
Plan/Environmental Impact Statement.  My comments focus on the Medford District 
and four basic issues.

1)  The RMP must clearly describe how it will comply with the principles of the O&C 
Act.  Those principles are stated as: the O&C lands "shall be managed, except as 
provided in section 3 hereof, for permanent forest production, and the timber 
thereon shall be sold, cut, and removed in conformity with the principal of sustained 
yield for the purpose of providing a permanent source of timber supply, protecting 
watersheds, regulating stream flow, and contributing to the economic stability of 
local communities and industries, and providing recreational facilities”.  To date the 
BLM has pretended that logging is the only purpose of the O&C Act, but that is not 
true.  The BLM must develop RMPs that implement all of the various O&C Act 
principles simultaneously on all acres.

2)  Clear cut logging should not be allowed or implemented on any O&C lands.  All 
logging planned and implemented on O&C lands should be selective, thus leaving a 
range of all species and all age-classes.  Canopy cover should not be reduced below 
60%.  The stream buffers widths should be increased and not decreased.  This is 
necessary in order to comply with the various principles of the O&C Act such as 
permanent forests and protecting watersheds.  Clear cutting damages streams and 
creates tree farms which are not forests.  Forest sustainability increases as logging 
rates decrease.

3)  Because many people live adjacent to O&C lands the RMP should satisfy the 
desires of those people.  Only thinning and fuel reduction logging should be 
practiced adjacent to residential neighborhoods.

4)  Regarding OHV uses, Appendix P states that the RMPs interim guidelines will be 
implemented until the BLM completes its transportation management plans.  That 
makes no sense.  The RMP should implement the travel management rules that are 
known to be required such as the policy of “closed unless posted open” and "no 
cross country travel”.  There is no reason to wait on implementing those known 
travel management rule requirements.  Delaying the travel management rule 
requirements will only encourage resource damage and more user created trails and 
roads.  Also OHV uses should be prohibited near houses so that the citizens will not 
hear them, probably at least a one mile separation is needed.

Please remove me from the hard copy mailing list.

Sincerely,

Gordon Lyford



From: Claudia McCue
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 4:40:04 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Claudia McCue



From: Tom Tamplin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 12:21:28 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Tom Tamplin



From: Rayn Jacks
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 7:51:03 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Rayn Jacks



From: Mora Dewey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 7:37:03 AM

Dear BLM,

 Here are my comments on the draft RMP for Western Oregon:

First, none of your listed alternatives is acceptable. Our forests need stronger protections, not weakened
protections. The Northwest Forest Plan offers MINIMAL protections, and your alternatives do not even
support these MINIMAL standards.

We must maintain, and then increase, wildlife habitat and transit corridors. Start there, and build your
plan accordingly. Who are we to think that our species is to be valued above all others?

We must improve water quality, aquatic habitat, and prevent soil degradation and erosion by
maintaining and increasing NW Forest Plan stream buffers.

We must keep a hands-off policy for mature stands of trees, thereby allowing habitat for those
creatures that require older forests and maintaining the majesty and grandeur of our forests so
appreciated by many of the people who hold title to these forests, not to mention the role mature
forests play in carbon storage and air purification.

We must turn to thinning instead of clearcutting, thereby providing much-needed jobs while we
preserve our forests.

You  must find ways to make more sale units available for bid by smaller companies. Might that entail
making the units smaller in more accessible areas? Expanding programs that are only open for bid to
companies with less than (X) employees, or have incomes under (X) amount? Again, this produces more
jobs and gets the money into local economies, rather than filling the coffers of some off-shore, global,
tax-exempt entity.

Sincerely,

Mora Dewey

Mora Dewey



From: Jon Sobotka
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 1:34:45 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jon Sobotka



From: Bruce Coxon
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 3:49:22 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bruce Coxon



From: shawn holt
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 2:11:18 PM

To whom it may concern,

I'm a local mountain biker from Sandy Oregon, I ride wildcat creek trails weekly,
It is a world class mountain bike trail system, and  like many that ride there, I would
like to see it preserved as is. It offers a much different riding experience than the
Sandy Ridge Trails, Wildcat's steep natural trails are the kind of trails I learned on
back on the est coast, and cater to a very small group of NW riders looking for such
trials.

Thanks 

Shawn Holt.  



From: Christie Nelson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: RMP comment: Natural Selection Alternative
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 2:46:58 PM

Request that the BLM include the Natural Selection Alternative as an
option for RMP in the Final EIS

BLM alternatives proposed in the DEIS would not provide a sustained yield of timber;
would fail to adequately address climate change and species extinctions, increase
fire hazards instead of restoring fire adapted ecosystems, degrade water and natural
community ecosystems; and would harm recreation, tourism and our local economy. 
BLM proposed alternatives are not supported by best available science.  They are not
sustainable and would lead western Oregon counties and our rural communities into
environmental, economic and social decline.

We believe in scientific research.  The Natural Selection Alternative (NSA) is based
on the best available science and offers a management alternative that supports
long term economic stability and social health.  The NSA would achieve BLM
objectives while minimizing negative environmental impacts.

The community-supported NSA resolves conflicts concerning resource uses on BLM
lands including the recovery of threatened and endangered species, providing clean
water, allowing and restoring fire-adapted ecosystems, producing a sustained yield
of timber products, and providing for recreation uses.

The NSA will best address the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's recovery plan and
proposed critical habitat designations for the Northern Spotted Owl;  new scientific
information related to forest health and resiliency; carbon sequestration and climate
change; and the socio-economic needs of western Oregon communities.

I request that the BLM include and fully analyze the NSA in the Final EIS for the
RMPs for Western Oregon.  The NSA meets all environmental protection legal
requirements as it recognizes ecosystem health as primary.  This lays the foundation
for all forest products and uses at a sustainable level, providing community long-
term economic stability and a healthy society.

Christie Nelson



From: SANDRA
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Pla
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 1:32:18 PM

Dear BLM, 

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management
Plans for western Oregon. The proposals devalue recreation, clean water,
and forest habitat in favor of increased logging.  In addition they will
increase the amount of carbon in the atmosphere.

You plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forest.  It
should focus on restoration - tree farms are as far removed from a forest
as a nursery is to wildflowers.

Native fish are in decline due to loss of habitat and increases in water
temperature.  Reducing stream buffers will only hasten their decline.  I
don't understand how your analysis shows that reducing stream buffers
will not negatively impact fish.

Studies show that mature trees store carbon better than young, fast-
growing trees.  Your plan will increase global warming.

Your use of different time frames for achieving results hides what you plan
to do.  Plants and animals may not have time to recover from short-term
logging.

Whatever plan you adopt should

-  Protect forests over 80 years old from logging and keep current roadless
areas roadless.

-  Eliminate the focus on clearcuts and focus on forest health and thinning.

-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under
the current Northwest Forest Plan. 

-  Protect all wilderness study areas and lands with wilderness potential,
areas of fragile environmental characteristics, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. 

-  Ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are
protected from noise and OHV intrusion.  

-  Without the survey and management standards and guidelines of the
Northwest Forest Plan you will not know what happens to species under
the plan you adopt.  Plants and animals could go extinct more quickly and



we will never know.
 
- After decades of overcutting and fire suppression, our forests and
watersheds are just starting to recover.  Keep the focus on restoration, not
returning to practices that left us with threatened species and a scarred
landscape.

- Reduce the road system.  Creating new roads puts silt and debris into
streams and fragments forests.  You already have over 14,000 miles of
roads on western Oregon BLM lands. many of them deteriorating. and
some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. 

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this
process. Please keep me informed. 

Sincerely,

Sandy Gooch



From: Bushnell, Spencer P 
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Please add more mountain biking trails
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 9:34:41 AM

To whom it may concern,

I am writing to request that more trail access is considered for mountain biking on BLM lands in
Oregon.  I consider myself an advocate for the environment, for natural spaces, and for responsible
back-country travel.  Mountain biking is compatible for the forests. Please include multiple types of
mountain biking in your planning (uphill, flat, downhill, cross country, flow, freeride, etc). In addition, I
am not an exclusive single mode forest user, I would like to request more hiking and equestrian access,
albeit on separated trails and/or systems.  Please also formalize the Wildcat Mountain trail system and
expand it formally to the Sandy Ridge Trail system.  

Thank you,

Spencer Bushnell 
. 



From: Rick Harbick
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 8:20:18 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Rick Harbick



From: eric hunt
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 9:10:27 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

eric hunt



From: Robert LaFontaine
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 4:40:23 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Robert LaFontaine



From: Dana Kjos
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 7:50:28 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Dana A. Kjos



From: Deborah Johnson
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 7:20:24 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Deborah Johnson



From: jenvel@oregonfast.net
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft Western OR Resource Management Plan
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 1:39:05 PM

Public comments:
submitted by;
Jenny Velinty

* BLM managed public forests in western OR are currently under the Northwest
Forest Plan that guides management of National Forests in western Oregon.
* Public forests provide much needed carbon storage, clean water and protect
rare wildlife habitat, preserve rare fungi, medicinal plants and continue
restoration of salmon streams.
* Protecting many Special Places and public forests over 80 years old must
be a priority.
* Saving rare plants and animals, protecting watersheds, clean air and water
supplies, increase carbon storage and public recreation with no logging,
mining or off-road riding damage.

* The NW Forest management goals and provisions protect the public values
more than proposed plans to increase clear-cut logging, decrease buffers and
protections for streams and reduce wildlife habitat, carbon storage, clean
air and watersheds.
* Plans to move management of more acres of public forests to private timber
companies would reduce remaining old growth, destroy watersheds and 25 years
of intensive salmon restoration.
* From 1940 to 1990 -in fifty years-Privately managed forests have been
degraded, denuded, and devalued becoming derelict wastelands of eroded
hillsides, clogged salmon streams, absent of life supporting fungal
infrastructure.
* Private logging roads paid for by US tax payers degrade the former viable
forest landscape.
* Short term private timber harvest rotations of mono-culture trees,
spraying of toxic herbicides, fungicides and insecticides robs the soil of
it’s ability to grow healthy trees.



From: Jess Kimball
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 12:38:17 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jess Kimball



From: Judith Pearson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 10:46:24 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Judith Pearson



From: Kay Kinsley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 9:54:20 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kay Kinsley



From: Rayn Jacks
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 8:06:57 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Rayn Jacks



From: Rhiannon McGlathery
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 9:13:23 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Rhiannon McGlathery



From: Defenders of Wildlife on behalf of Inez Hein
To: BLM_OR_RMPWO_Comments@blm.gov
Subject: Protect Oregon"s public forests
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 3:17:01 PM

Jul 18, 2015

BLM director for Oregon and Washington Jerome Perez

Dear BLM director for Oregon and Washington Perez,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Resource Management
Plans for Western Oregon (RMP). The new plan will affect the future of
2.5 million acres of public land that provide essential wildlife
habitat, clean drinking water, spawning streams for native salmon while
supporting a myriad of recreational pursuits and growing, sustainable
regional economies. Please protect and restore these valuable public
lands.

Here are my concerns about the draft plan:

Habitat protection. The BLM should protect all mature and old growth
trees and forests. There is plenty of work that could be done to
restore previously logged forests and reduce fire fuels around homes
and communities. We don't need to cut the rare and valuable mature and
old growth habitat that remains on these lands.

Stream buffers. I am disappointed that the BLM is proposing to slash
stream buffers by half in nearly all of the alternatives proposed in
the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep
streams cool in the hot summer months - cool, clean water is critical
to conserving salmon and protecting drinking water sources.

Road construction. The plan would allow further road construction
instead of using the existing road network and removing unnecessary
roads. Our public forests don't need more roads that deliver sediment
into our streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

Please conserve these public forests and waterways for people to enjoy
and explore. Recreation in BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar
industry, and the RMP should acknowledge the value that hiking,
boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
recreational activities contribute to the economic health of the
region.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers
managed by the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon
runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please take this
opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Thank you for your consideration.

Ms. Inez Hein





From: Defenders of Wildlife on behalf of Katherine Watt
To: BLM_OR_RMPWO_Comments@blm.gov
Subject: Protect Oregon"s public forests
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 2:46:13 PM

Jul 17, 2015

BLM director for Oregon and Washington Jerome Perez

Dear BLM director for Oregon and Washington Perez,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Resource Management
Plans for Western Oregon (RMP). The new plan will affect the future of
2.5 million acres of public land that provide essential wildlife
habitat, clean drinking water, spawning streams for native salmon while
supporting a myriad of recreational pursuits and growing, sustainable
regional economies. Please protect and restore these valuable public
lands.

Here are my concerns about the draft plan:

Habitat protection. The BLM should protect all mature and old growth
trees and forests. There is plenty of work that could be done to
restore previously logged forests and reduce fire fuels around homes
and communities. We don't need to cut the rare and valuable mature and
old growth habitat that remains on these lands.

Stream buffers. I am disappointed that the BLM is proposing to slash
stream buffers by half in nearly all of the alternatives proposed in
the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep
streams cool in the hot summer months - cool, clean water is critical
to conserving salmon and protecting drinking water sources.

Road construction. The plan would allow further road construction
instead of using the existing road network and removing unnecessary
roads. Our public forests don't need more roads that deliver sediment
into our streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

Please conserve these public forests and waterways for people to enjoy
and explore. Recreation in BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar
industry, and the RMP should acknowledge the value that hiking,
boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of
recreational activities contribute to the economic health of the
region.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers
managed by the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon
runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please take this
opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Thank you for your consideration.

Miss Katherine Watt





From: Dave Mitchell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 5:54:14 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dave Mitchell



From: Kaylah Hancock
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 1:16:59 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kaylah Hancock



From: Dan and Janet Blair
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 11:48:19 AM

Dear BLM,

Like most Oregonians, there are many reasons why we value the public lands managed by the BLM: 
the clean water that flows through and from them; the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife; and the
recreational experiences they offer.  Thus, we submit the following comments on the draft Resource
Management Plan (the RMP) for western Oregon, and ask that you give our thoughts your most serious
and thoughtful consideration. 

Every Alternative proposed in the draft RMP is inadequate to protect one or more of those public values
outlined above (clean water, good wildlife habitat, recreational opportunities):  first, with proposals to
increase clearcut logging and put old-growth forests at risk;  second, with proposals to reduce stream
protections; last, with proposals that, if implemented, would threaten sensitive wildlife species and
fisheries.  Even the "No Action" Alternative is inadequate: it does not take into account new scientific
evidence of global climate change (no longer in any doubt among the vast majority of climate
scientists).  These are not forward-looking plans for 21st century land-management.  As drafted, this
RMP moves the BLM in the wrong direction. 

Our recommendation is that the focus of the final RMP be on protecting all remaining mature and old-
growth forests, maintaining existing streamside buffers, and restoring forests and watersheds degraded
from logging and road building in the past.   That focus will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change, and
protect recreational opportunities now and in the future, with the added benefit of reducing controversy
over land management.

Therefore, as you develop the final RMP, we ask that it include elements of different Alternatives from
the draft RMP, to include:

*  Protecting from logging all forests over 80 years old. There is no ecological reason to log these
forests now (many of that age have never been logged), and good reasons not to log them.  They
provide essential habitat for wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to
mitigate the effects of climate change.
*  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas.  The final RMP must emphasize thinning in young stands, rather than clearcutting.
*  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Any proposal to reduce stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will
harm terrestrial wildlife species and water quality, and must be rejected.
*  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. The focus in the final RMP must remain on restoration.  The BLM must not return to practices
that left us with threatened species and a scarred landscape.
*  Retaining all the protective standards and guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan,  including the
Survey & Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect
rare plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
*  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers.
These areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality
of life. The final RMP must protect all eligible special areas.
*  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation.  The off-highway vehicle (OHV)
community is very vocal in its opposition to any restrictions on use of their machinery,  despite the fact
that non-motorized recreation is by far the biggest use of BLM lands.   OHVs are allowed in many
designated recreation areas, adding to user conflicts. The final RMP must ensure that the fastest-



growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise and OHV intrusion.
*  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some Alternatives would add up to 800 new miles.  The final RMP should be
working to reduce the road system, with its attendant fragmentation of wildlife habitat and
sedimentation of watersheds.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide our comments and recommendations.  We trust you will keep
them in mind as you move forward with the process of finalizing the RMP. 

Sincerely,

Dan and Janet Blair



From: John Barger
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 12:42:28 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



John Barger



From: Ava Collopy
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 6:29:38 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ava Collopy



From: David Shiah
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov; blm_or_rmps_westernoregon@blm.gov
Subject: Comments
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 4:26:40 PM

Hi,

I would like to submit the below comments on the RMP/EIS for western Oregon:

I moved to southern Oregon for its natural beauty and forests. The forests here are unique
and deserve ongoing protection.

After reviewing the DEIS, I find none of the options acceptable. Fortunately, another option,
the Natural Selection Alternative, is worthy of support. It looks at the long term and treats the
lands as more than just a tree farm. Our natural heritage is under attack on a regular basis.
We need to carefully and wisely manage the lands referenced in the DEIS on a sustainable
basis. Very limited tree harvesting is okay, but these special ecosystem will serve the public
better in the long run if they are preserved in a more natural state.

Please include the Natural Selection Alternative in the final EIS as it is well conceived, looks
at the long term and best represents the public interest.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

David C. Shiah



July 16, 2015 

RMPs for Western Oregon 
Bureau of Land Management 
P.O. Box 2965 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov 

I have served as a volunteer botanical monitor at Rough and Ready ACEC since January 2014.  I visit the 
ACEC frequently, monitoring activity and checking for any threats to this area, as well as looking for rare 
plants and general ecological conditions.  Rough and Ready ACEC is a rare and valuable low-elevation 
serpentine area, which brings in people from a wide area to observe the unusual botanical variety there.   
It also serves as a popular hiking and nature study area for people living in the area. 

What I frequently see, and have photographed the effects of, is unauthorized motorized entry into this 
area.  This damages the plants in the area, causes ruts on the dirt roads, erosion, and muddy water 
draining off into the pristine waters of Rough and Ready Creek. 

Motorized access also leads to unauthorized, damaging and unsanitary camping along the river, plus 
garbage left along the roadways.  I have observed campsites that interfered with my experience at  the 
ACEC.   Such campers make me feel threatened and not safe, and I give those unauthorized camps a 
wide berth.  In addition, garbage left in heaps along the roadways and fire pits are unsightly and 
unsanitary. 

This area needs protection from public motorized access, and this should be done as part of the RMP 
RPD.  By protection I mean administratively and physically prohibiting public motorized access.  Only the 
NLM, power company, Rough and Ready Lumber Mill and people with authorized mining claims should 
be allowed access, and that should be controlled with keyed entries  and/or time-limited permits. 

This needs to be part of the RMP decision – the area is too vulnerable and under constant threat to wait 
for the travel management process to be completed.  There is no recreational purpose for motorized 
public access within Rough and Ready ACEC.  The area open to the public means the public can drive 
over and destroy plants such as Cooks lomatium.   

Please take additional steps (some entry ways have been blocked but others remain) to ensure that this 
entire ACEC is managed for existing hiking and nature use and NOT for motorized  recreation, nor for 
motorized vandals and squatters. 

Thank you. 

Christie Nelson 
 

 
 



From: Gayle Norie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: BLM Revision
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 6:52:05 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gayle Norie



From:
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: The Northwest Forest Plan of 1994
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 9:58:10 AM

To Whom it may concern,

      We have been informed that the Bureau is considering revising plans considering
forestry in Oregon, specifically, the 1994 Northwest Forestry Plan. Though we live in
St. Louis, Missouri, we have spent many vacations in the woods of Oregon and fear
the loss of conservation goals in exchange for more logging. Once these woods and
the accompanying habitat are gone, there is little hope they would return. Please do
not alter the Plan. It protects a heritage future generations deserve to experience. 

      Respectfully yours,
           Allen Levin and Joyce Gang



From: Susan Normanjones
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2015 1:24:18 PM

Hi, I am writing to say that I would like your agency to protect what is left of our
forests by not allowing logging, mining, fracking, drilling, or any thing that causes
damage. Intact Forests are all we have to save us from a global climate problem that
is irreversible. If people think replanting works for logging, maybe we need to grow
tree farms to inform it takes 50 years to grow a forest of trees. We consume more
than we can be given by the Earth. Please, I beg of you to be a part of the answer
and not a part of the problem. 
Thank You
Susan Norman-Jones



From: Rhiannon McGlathery
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2015 9:13:23 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Rhiannon McGlathery



From: Bikes4Boys@aol.com
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: (no subject)
Date: Thursday, June 18, 2015 12:22:24 PM

Clearly Gun Control, Has nothing to do with

protecting government land.

Takes away hunting and soon to be fishing.  How

long will it be that we won't be able to go into BLM

land.  This is fricken Oblunder Obama deal and it

sucksl.

 

Ken Boles



From: Carl Lorenz
To: Email:blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: 20 years...
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 7:06:31 PM

To the BLM,

I am the grandson of Fremont McComb, a US Forest Service Ranger, and Society of
American Foresters "Ranger of the Year," in 1952 or '53.

I would like to say, that if you cut burnt trees instead of live ones, you will save the
forest. Although, while cutting burnt areas, organic tree matter needs to be left on
the forest floor, to provide young trees the organic matter they need.

I also agree with the following statements.
I am concerned that several ACEC’s designated for their special values are proposed to have 
less protection or be dropped from ACEC status. Page 129 of the DEIS indicates that under 
the agency’s preferred action alternative the BLM intends to eliminate ACECs or reduce their 
size in order to “avoid preclusion of sustain-yield production in the harvest land base.” The 
proposal relies on a misreading of the O&C Act and a misunderstanding of the timber 
capacity of the ACECs at issue. 

In fact the O&C Act directs that BLM management of lands in Western Oregon mandates 
“protecting watersheds, regulating stream flows, contributing to the economic stability of 
local communities and industries, and providing recreational facilities.” The retention of 
established and proposed ACECs, such as Hoxie Creek, Moon Prairie,  contributes to all of 
the above objectives delineated by Congress. 

As noted by the BLM:

“The Hoxie Creek old-growth grove is one of the largest contiguous tract of old-growth 
remaining on the Dead Indian Plateau, thus creating a relatively large proportion of 
interior habitat. Its dense multi-layered canopy has reduced forest floor vegetation 
throughout much of the stand interior. It has ancient forest attributes and an important late 
seral community.”
-BLM RMP Technical Coordinator James Keeter, 9/30/92. ACEC Nomination for Hoxie 
Creek. Page 2.

“The area is important from a recreation standpoint because of the close proximity to 
Howard Prairie reservoir and the Pacific Crest Trail. It is entirely within the existing 
Hyatt-Howard Prairie Special Recreation Management Area.”
-BLM Area Manager. 8/11/92. ACEC Nomination of Hoxie Creek. Page 3.

“I feel it is prudent to maximize future management options by maintaining some key 
examples of old-growth and mature stand characteristics by maintaining the Hoxie Creek 
Old Growth through the next decade. This will provide opportunities to study and better 
understand their characteristics, how they developed, and how they impact other forest 
values and species. Many of these areas contain species such as bats, salamanders, 



goshawks, and invertebrates which are being studied for habitat dependence on old growth. 
These areas can serve as control areas while inventories and studies are going on in areas 
of multiple use.”
-BLM District Manager. 8/11/92. ACEC Nomination of Hoxie Creek. Page 3.

“Approximately 65,000 acres of old-growth forest inhabited BLM lands on the Dead Indian 
Plateau prior to about 1945. Today only one half of one percent or 3,714 acres remain 
unlogged and most of these are heavily fragmented by roads, reducing their true old 
growth characteristics even further.”
-Silviculture Report. ACEC Nomination of Hoxie Creek. Unpaginated.

“It is extremely important that representative samples of the few remaining old-growth 
plan communities on the Dead Indian Plateau be considered for ACEC protected  (sic). 
Each of the stands being considered have unique ecological attributes.”
-Silviculture Report. ACEC Nomination of Hoxie Creek. Unpaginated.

Clearly, as established above, the Hoxie ACEC is important for recreation and as an intact 
ecological baseline. It also comprises a structurally complex old-growth forest stand that 
likely must be maintained in order to contribute to the recovery plan objectives for the 
Northern Spotted Owl. Logging the last “one half of one percent” of functional old-growth 
remaining on BLM lands on the Dead Indian Plateau is the antithesis of sustained-yield 
production.

Please consider that:

"About 60% of the Jenny Creek Watershed is located on the Dead Indian Plateau, which is 
unique in regard to reforestation efforts. The plateau is approximately 100,000 acres 
resembling an elevated saucer lying southwest of Mount McLoughlin. the plateau is 
characterized by cold, snowy winters that alternate with hot, dry  summers. Freezing night 
temperatures in combination with gentle, concave topography produce extreme frost 
damage problems for seedlings. Temperatures at Howard Prairie range from -20 degrees 
to 95 degrees Fahrenheit. Pocket gophers in combination with frost problems create 
extreme reforestation problems. Minore (1978) found that average seedling survival 
under a tree canopy was 88.8 percent versus 36.4 percent in clearcut areas."
-Jenny Creek WA, Ashland Resource Area, Medford District BLM. February 3, 1995. Page 
17.

The Draft Resource Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement makes no reference 
to the reforestation problems documented by Minore (1978) nor to the Timber Production 
Capability Classification (TPCC) of the Moon Prairie and Hoxie Creek ACECs. Please 
disclose the agency’s methodology for logging on TPCC lands within these ACECs and how 
this interacts with the agency’s interpretation of O&C Act and its guidance regarding “annual 
sustained yield capacity.” Please also indicate if the agency believes that lands subject to 
additional road construction will be managed to ensure sustainable timber production. 

For the reasons aforementioned, the potential removal of ACEC status to several areas in 
Western Oregon due to a “timber first” interpretation of the O&C Act are no longer 



instructive. The current ACECs meet the relevance and importance criteria for which they 
were initially established and their status should carry forward in this RMP planning process. 

Thank you,

Carl A. Lorenz



From: ED
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: BLM LANDS FOR HUNTING AND TARGET SHOOTING
Date: Thursday, June 18, 2015 5:29:04 PM

I THOUGHT THE PEOPLE 
OF THE UNITED STATES OWNED THIS LAND AND PAy to keep it open for the
public.



From: Bill Riley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: BLM land closed to shooting
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 6:56:24 AM

Loving in the Roseburg area we are OPPOSED  to proposed 
Closures  or any type of shooting
Prohibition on our Public lands here in Oregon.

Willimam Riley



From: Ed Miller
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: BLM management plan
Date: Monday, July 06, 2015 9:30:00 AM

Hi,

I'm writing to comment on the proposed management plans for the BLM land in Western Oregon.  My
primary area of experience is with the patches (checkerboard) lands of the coast range, as I live near
there.  I support reserving most BLM land for management to achieve old growth characteristics, which
can be accomplished with commercial thinning at this point.  I especially would like to commend the
thinning project that was done up by Cold Springs, off of Valsetz Road west of Falls City.  That project
removed smaller suppressed trees, and many of the co-dominant trees as well.  It reduced fire danger
(after the brush decays down, anyway) and will allow the remaining trees to grow better.  The spacing
of the leave trees looks good.  I would like to see more projects like that on the crowded stands of
timber. 

I do not support increasing clear cutting on federal lands.  The large industrial forest land owners are
providing plenty of clear cut and newer growth area for the wild life that need that sort of habitat and I
see no need for increasing it any more.  The picture is pretty clear with a Google Earth view of the
coast range. 

Thank you for your attention,



From: CTH
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: BLM Plan
Date: Friday, June 19, 2015 4:11:43 PM

I have heard that you are considering disallowing shooting on BLM land. 
I strongly oppose this as these are public lands and as such should be
open to shooting as well as any other legal activity. People are tired
of government taking away that which is rightfully theirs and see this
as another encroachment on their liberties.



From: Jennifer Boeckl
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: BLM Recommendations
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:55:58 AM

Hello, My name is Jen and I would appreciate more recreational trails for ORV use
between Washington and Oregon.
Thank you for considering my recommendation.

Jen



From: Bryan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Blm
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:50:17 AM

Please open more ORV recreation trails

Sent from my iPhone



From: Karin Grano
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: BLM’s O&C draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon-UNACCEPTABLE!
Date: Friday, May 15, 2015 8:40:20 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Karin Grano



From: Donna Bleiler
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, May 15, 2015 2:40:22 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans and neither should
you.  It's time for congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health
and puts rural Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Donna Bleiler



From: ANDREW Y
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comment on RMP for Western Oregon
Date: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 1:07:49 PM

Dear BLM representative,
I’m writing to ask for additional single-track Mountain Biking opportunities on BLM land in Western
Oregon. As you may know, the Portland metro area is packed with mountain bikers with few outlets to
ride. On summer weekends, the parking lot at Sandy Ridge, which I believe is on BLM land is often
packed and overflowing with families, friends, and individuals getting out to ride trails. The BLM and
NFS have been some of the best partners to mountain bikers throughout the Western US. I’ve enjoyed
amazing BLM mountain biking opportunities in Utah, and I’d love to see more of those opportunities in
my backyard. Mountain biking provides some of the best possible uses of public lands. With carpooling,
there is an extremely low carbon footprint to the activity, and mountain bikes are gentle on trails and
come with an enthusiastic and supportive network of volunteers who are happy to both build trails and
provide maintenance on existing trails. Our sport is growing faster than our trail systems and there is
pent-up demand for additional recreation activities. Please consider including planning for mountain bike
opportunities in your new RMP.
Sincerely,

Andrew Yeoman



From: David Seppa
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comment on Western Plan Revision
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 9:49:51 PM

I realize that the BLM is tasked to formulate a variety of strategies in its role of land 
management. I also know that the only strategy the bureau seems to actually take 
seriously is its agency in the service of extractive industry. Is there no place for the 
preservation of ecosystems among its goals? Or one that values diversity on the 
land? Or one that recognizes the critical importance of habitat?

I request that you consider these matters as the bureau moves forward.

Thank you.

David Seppa



From: Jack H. Swift, Attorney
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Commentary
Date: Friday, June 19, 2015 10:19:27 AM

COMMENTARY ON WESTERN OREGON RMP

Point One:

The RMP attempts to create a legal olio by combining in one scheme 
management areas that are under separate but distinct legal mandates.

81% of the lands under discussion are controlled by the 1937 Oregon and 
California Railroad Lands Act.  These are the so-called revested Oregon

and California Railroad and Coos Bay Wagon Road lands. They constitute 
roughly 2.1 million acres spread in a checkerboard pattern in southwestern

Oregon.   The balance (19% or roughly 400,000 acres) are managed pursuant to 
the Federal Land Planning Management Act.    While the two acts are 

akin in the sense that both address sustained yield of timber production as 
a management goal, they are distinct in that the more specific O&C 

Act establishes sustained yield and water protection as the over-riding and 
primary objectives for these peculiar lands while the FLPMA places 

sustained yield in a context of multiple use which is lacking in the O&C 
Act.  

Close analysis of the RMP further discloses that in actual application, the 
RMP is adhering to the FLPMA for all the lands and the demands of the

O&C Act  are being ignored.

This is wrong and contrary to the law.

Point Two:

The RMP is attempting to manage the subject lands according to the 
contribution of habitat lands dictates of the Endangered Species Act.  Thus 

there is a great deal of planning for the establishment of early 
successional reserves and the preservation of late successional reserves for 
the 

benefit of the northern spotted owl.  The requirements of the ESA, such as 
they may be, are the subject of a general law.  Whereas the majority 

of the lands addressed by the RMP are the subject of a very specific law 
speaking to the utilization of very unique and specific lands.  The 

general rule of law in a conflict of laws situation is that the more 
specific will trump the general.  The RMP approach as regards the O&C lands 

is to honor the general.

This is wrong and contrary to the law.

Point Three:

The RMP’s attempt to provide habitat for the northern spotted owl in 
compliance with the ESA is arbitrary and capricious.  With regard to the 

large, detached block of land managed to the north and west of the O&C 
lands, the RMP adopts a policy of potential for success analysis and where 

the management alternatives offer no significant potential of affecting the 



outcome, ignores the planning directive.  The RMP candidly admits 

that, owing to factors outside management control having nothing to do with 
availability of habitat, there is no management approach that can be 

done to influence the prospects for owl survival.  In that context it makes 
no sense manage for a hopeless objective in the context of owl 

habitat while foregoing such management in other contexts.

This is wrong and contrary to the law.

Point Four:

In attempting to provide habitat for the northern spotted owl, the RMP 
ignores the checkerboard character of the majority of the O&C lands.  

Great importance is expressed in the RMP regarding the connectivity of 
different blocks of suitable owl habitat.  Given the checkerboard 

character of the majority of these lands, in the absence of acquisition of 
intervening blocks, the RMP would seem to acknowledge that the 

managed establishment of early and late successional blocks is another 
fruitless exercise.  Once again, it is arbitrary and capricious to follow 

one standard in one hopeless context and then do the opposite in another.

This is wrong and contrary to the law.

Point Five:

The BLM has an excellent history of managing the O&C lands according to the 
dictates of consistent sustained yield.  According to the RMP, 

sustained yield management of these lands began seriously at the end of 
World War II and the lands had a timber volume of approximately 46,000 

MMbf. Through the years, that volume, in spite of harvests that grew 
consistently.  Even with the aggressive harvesting of the 1980s, the volume 

had increased to 49,900 MMbf by 1990.  Since the advent of the Northwest 
Forest Management Plan that volume has zoomed, primarily because of ASQ

restrictions and failure of the BLM to even achieve the ASQs.

Conclusion:

The RMP should address management of the O&C lands according to the dictates 
of the O&C Act and sustained yield harvesting should be the primary 

objective, as the Ninth Circuit has noted is the mandate of the law.

This RMP attempts to pretend that the O&C Act does not exist.  The approach 
is therefore contrary to the law and the RMP as it stands, with all 

of the alternatives developed in that wrongful context,  should be scrapped.

Jack H. Swift

 



From: Jim Bronson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments about RMPs for South and Western Oregon
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 8:47:36 PM

1.      I want to thank BLM for recognizing that the fastest growing
recreational activities in Southern Oregon (and the rest of Oregon) 
are the wide array of  non-motorized recreation – hiking, bicycling,
horseback riding, birdwatching, trail running, snow shoeing and
cross country skiing and more and that recreation plays an
important role in the region’s economy. Please encourage strong
support for non-motorized recreation in the final plan. 

 

2.      I encourage designation of recreation management areas
covering existing and proposed non-motorized trails.   The creation
of RMAs throughout the Medford District and Oregon is of high
importance to insure recreational amenities are actively managed
and protected. 

  

a.      The Sterling Mine Ditch Trail, Jack-Ash Trail and Applegate Ridge
Trail have my support for designating these trails as RMAs in the final
plan.

 

b.      Along non-motorized trails, these recreation management areas
should provide a 250 foot-wide buffer on each side to prevent timber
harvesting, new roads, target shooting or mining activities that would
adversely affect the quality of your recreational experience.  The PCT,
as a national trail, is asking for a ½ mile buffer on each side of the trail
where specific management considerations will be required.  I support
protected trail buffers.

 

c. An RMA for Emigrant Lake area should include protecting important



riparian habitat from illegal off-road use.  Greensprings Mountain
should be included in the Cascade-Siskiyou National Monument and
receive protection for woodlands and wildlife.

 

 

3.      I want to urge the BLM in the final RMP to set priorities within
each district for completing specific travel management plans and
set a schedule within the next three years for completing them.  The
proposed plan would limit OHV use to designated (i.e. BLM approved)
OHV trails and roads and temporarily to “existing” trails (i.e. user
created unauthorized trails) until a travel management plan has been
completed.   All existing trails will be reviewed under a travel
management plan once the RMP is adopted. All future trails (motorized
or non-motorized) must be subject to an environmental review without
exception - in order to make sure our future trails are sustainable and do
not cause resource damage or create user conflicts. The proposed RMP
sets the guidance that a travel management plan will be completed
within five years.  However, for the last 10 years, the Medford BLM
has promised they would complete a travel management plan to address
decisions about its roads and trails but nothing has been started.   The
travel management process involves conducting a complete
environmental impact study to determine which existing unauthorized
trails should be allowed to remain open, which should be modified and
which should be eliminated. I strongly urge BLM to include a map in
the final RMP of the existing unauthorized trails that will be
grandfathered temporarily throughout the Medford district.  In addition,
no further user-created (motorized or non-motorized) trails should be
permitted after the publication of the draft RMP (April 2015).  In
addition, SUTA recommends that a travel management plan for the
BLM lands from Anderson Butte to Wagner Gap be listed as a high
priority for a completed travel management plan by December 2017.

 

4.      Target shooting should be limited to designated special



recreation areas.  While I have no issue with people hunting during
the hunting season, target shooting on BLM lands close to populated
areas, at trailheads and over trails creates life and death safety
challenges.  Furthermore, target shooting is associated with increased
trash and resource damage, and destroys the quality of the recreational
experience for other users of these public lands.  The proposed plan
suggests creating safety zones around trailheads and along trails.  This
should apply to both motorized and non-motorized trails and we are
thrilled with this first important step to managed target shooting.  

5.      Timber Harvests should be at sustainable levels, and protect
water quality, wildlife and other ecological values on our public
lands.  Under all alternatives proposed, more timber will be harvested
off my public lands.   SUTA supports managing our forests to make
them healthier and more fire resilient at an appropriate, sustainable
level of timber production.  However, the levels of timber harvests
should reflect equal consideration of the impacts on all affected
ecological resources and the economic impacts on the robust and
growing agricultural and recreational sectors of Oregon’s economy.  In
southern Oregon’s dry forests, particular care must be taken to not
focus on short-term timber production when the repercussions of clear-
cuts or any over-cutting will be felt for many decades.    For multiple
ecological reasons, we strongly oppose the re-introduction of clear
cutting on federal lands.  And from the perspective of recreation, few
people enjoy recreating in a clear-cut. 

 

It should be noted that recreation on BLM lands now provides far
more economic value to Oregon’s economy than timber production.

Thanks for your protection of our precious backyard wilderness
areas.



Jim Bronson



From: katerg@igc.org
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: comments for Draft E.I.S. potential ACEC Grandmothers Grove
Date: Saturday, June 20, 2015 1:50:33 PM

           June 20, 2015

Draft E.I.S. Western Oregon
Comments on ACECs Appendix F, Grandmothers
Grove, pp. 1062 and 1080, status: potential ACEC

    I’m very happy to read that the Grandmothers Grove
is on the potential ACEC list. II think this is a valuable
area to protect, to quote the EIS, “Low elevation,
unmanaged mature and late successional forest
providing interior habitats...Unique location above
and/or proximity to the valley floor.” This beautiful,
pristine place near Crow is also valuable as wildlife
habitat and for environmental education. As a Lane
Community College instructor, I spend time there with
my students, and they learn a great deal from this
forest. As a country neighbor (I live 10 miles away), I
also love to  walk there on my own. 

        For weeks I haven’t understood what “Yes_a”
means in terms of the Grandmothers Grove for
Alternatives C and D of the E.I.S.. People I asked at
B.L.M. and Oregon Wild didn’t know, either. There
doesn’t seem to be any definition of this term in the
1506-page E.I.S. document. This morning I talked to
Panchita Paulete in the Eugene B.L.M. office and
finally learned what “Yes_a” means. 

        I am surprised and dismayed. It means that with
ACECs designated this way, “sustainable yield timber
harvest" is compatible with protection of the landscape
values of this ACEC.” I don’t understand how this
makes sense. Since according to the E.I.S., one of the
Grandmothers’ “relevant and important values” for
ACEC status is “fish and wildlife,” how can timber
harvest on a very steep slope directly above Wolf
Creek be compatible with protecting this value? There
have already been landslides on the lower slopes
closest to Wolf Creek, with younger trees filling in. I
think this is an unwise place to cut, even by helicopter,
because it is so steep and the soil seems to be
unstable in places. If it were logged, even with riparian
setbacks, it seems likely that a lot of the slope would
slide down into Wolf Creek, making life very difficult for
salmon and other aquatic species.

         According to the E.I.S., another important value
of the Grandmothers Grove is “natural processes.”  I
don’t think “sustainable yield timber harvest” is
consistent with “natural processes.” According to Ms.



Paulete, trees would be cut to create more space for
big, old trees to spread out. But this is already
happening. Trees in the grove are for the most part
well-spaced and have been providing more space for
themselves for hundreds of years. 

        It’s very important for students and other visitors
to be able to come to this place where natural
ecological processes and only natural ecological
processes are at work. Here they can see 300 to 400-
year-old Douglas firs, and old western red cedars and
western hemlocks,impressive snags, nurse trees, a
diverse understory, and habitat suitable for spotted owl
and marbled murrelet. If people want to see managed
forests and groomed forest remnants in parks, there
are many examples nearby. But this small, beautiful
forest is one of the oldest stands of old growth in the
Coast Range, close to Eugene. To quote the E.I.S.
once again, “Low elevation, unmanaged mature and
late successional forest providing interior
habitats...Unique location above and/or proximity to the
valley floor.” Please leave this forest alone, to follow its
own “natural processes” and to awe and fascinate
students and other visitors. This will be a gift to Lane
County students and other residents now and for
generations to come,.The Grandmothers Grove is only
63 acres. Surely wood can come from somewhere
else. For the Grandmothers Grove, please change
the "Yes_a" designation in Alternatives C and D to
"No_a" , or simply Yes in all alternatives, A, B, C,
and D. This way the forest would not be cut no
matter which alternative or parts of alternatives are
chosen.

        Other disadvantages of “sustainable yield timber
harvest” proposed in Alternatives C and D are a
decrease in carbon sequestration in this area,
disruption of wildlife, decrease in soil water storage,
increase in soil erosion, and drying out and
endangerment of older trees by suddenly letting more
sunlight into the grove. One 300 to 400-year-old tree
has already died and another is dying, most likely 
because of mechanical brush-cutting several years ago
along Wolf Creek Road that suddenly brought in more
sun from the south. With global warming and many dry
years in the Pacific Northwest, this is really something
to watch out for. 

       I am disturbed to learn that ACEC candidates
within “harvest land base” areas are often designated
“Yes_a,” while those within “late successional reserve”
areas are often designated  “No_a.” In other words, it
has more to do with where an ACEC is rather than its
“relevant and important values.” An ACEC like the
Grandmothers Grove can be valuable in part because
it is in an area where there are few other forests as old
and diverse. 



       In closing, I would like to request that you amend
the name “Grandmother’s Grove” in the E.I.S. to
“Grandmothers Grove,” removing the apostrophe. This
is not a grove that belongs to a grandmother, but a
grove where our tree ancestors are living. My ESL
students, many of them separated from grandparents
and great grandparents in their home countries, call it
that. They - we - consider these trees our relatives.

                          Sincerely yours,

                                                Kate Gessert
                                                
                                                



From: George Gessert
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments on ACECs Appendix F, Grandmothers Grove, pp.1062 and 1080, status: potential ACEC
Date: Saturday, June 20, 2015 12:59:02 PM

I¹m glad to learn that the Grandmothers Grove is on the potential ACEC list.
I often go to the Grove in order to spend a little time in that wonderful
place. The Grandmothers Grove is the nearest old growth Coast Range forest
that is readily accessible from Eugene. Unlike other mature groves in the
vicinity, such as those along the C-line, the Grandmothers Grove is on a
paved road. People can reach it easily, and even enjoy it without leaving
their cars, which is important to me as I am 70 years old, and have enough
medical problems that I cannot always walk easily.

Unfortunately, for two alternatives of the Draft Resource Management Plan,
the Grandmothers Grove is also a proposed "Yes_a" area, that is, one
approved for "sustainable yield timber harvest ... compatible with
protection of the landscape values of this ACEC." I am not sure what
"landscape values" mean in this case. Is the intent to create a park-like
environment, or to transform an old growth forest into something that
mimics an old growth forest? I am not opposed to lumbering, but the best use
of this remarkable grove is to leave it as it is. In an area in which almost
all original forest is gone and been replaced by tree plantations, any
remnant is of historical importance and, for lack of a better term,
spiritual significance. We need living reminders that forests can take care
of themselves. And we need reminders that we know when to stop.

The Grandmothers Grove should not under any circumstances be logged,
thinned, helped, or otherwise manipulated beyond what is required to keep
Wolf Creek Road safe and open.

Sincerely yours,

George Gessert



From: Jo Ann Mazzarella
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments on ACECs Appendix F, Grandmothers Grove, pp.1062 and 1080, status: potential ACEC
Date: Friday, June 19, 2015 2:59:41 PM

It is a good idea that the "Grandmothers Grove" be on the potential ACEC list. It is a
valuable area to protect, because it provides, “Low elevation, unmanaged mature
and late successional forest providing interior habitats...Unique location above and/or
proximity to the valley floor.” This beautiful, pristine 63 acres near Crow is also
valuable as wildlife habitat and for environmental education. There are few old
growth areas in our neighborhood here in Lane County.
        But on further examination, it comes to light that instead of truly being
protected, this ACEC, designated a "Yes_a" area, is actually approved for
“sustainable yield timber harvest" which is considered "compatible with protection of
the landscape values of this ACEC.”  Even "sustainable" timber harvest in this area
does not make sense. According to the E.I.S., one of the “relevant and important
values” for ACEC status is “fish and wildlife.” Yet any timber harvest on the very
steep slope directly above Wolf Creek is not compatible with protecting this value.
There have previously been landslides on the lower slopes closest to Wolf Creek.
This is an unwise place to cut, even by helicopter, because it is so steep and the soil
seems to be unstable. If it were logged, even with riparian setbacks, it is likely that
much of the slope would slide down into Wolf Creek, making life very difficult for
salmon and other aquatic species.
    It’s very important for students and other visitors to be able to come to this place
where natural ecological processes and only natural ecological processes are at
work. Here they can see 300 to 400-year-old Douglas firs, and old western red
cedars and western hemlocks,impressive snags, nurse trees, a diverse understory,
and habitat suitable for spotted owl and marbled murrelet.This small, beautiful forest
is one of the oldest stands of old growth in the Coast Range, close to Eugene. This
forest ought to be left alone, to awe and fascinate students and other visitors. This
small 63 acres tract ought be a gift to Lane County students and other residents
now and for generations to come. 
    Finally, the name “Grandmother’s Grove” in the E.I.S. is a misnomer and a
mistake.  Locals and visiting students have begun calling it the “Grandmothers
Grove,” --without the apostrophe. This is not a grove that belongs to one little old
lady, but a grove where virtual tree ancestors (our arboreal grandmothers) are
living. Please remove the apostrophe from the name.
     Finally make sure that the designation of this area is changed from "yes_a" to an
area that can never under any circumstances be logged.

Yours truly,
Jo Ann Mazzarella



From: Ernie O"Byrne
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments on ACECs in Appendix F, Grandmothers Grove, pp. 1062 and 1080, status: potential ACEC
Date: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 9:34:21 AM

We agree wholeheartedly with the comments submitted by Kate Gessert regarding the
“Grandmothers Grove” as a potential addition to an ACEC. We reiterate her points below:
 
This is a valuable area to protect, because it provides, “Low elevation, unmanaged mature and late successional
forest providing interior habitats...Unique location above and/or proximity to the valley floor.” This beautiful,
pristine 63 acres near Crow is also valuable as wildlife habitat and for environmental education. There are few
old-growth areas in our neighborhood here in Lane County.
        But on further examination, it comes to light that instead of truly being protected, in some alternatives of the
E.I.S., this ACEC is designated as a "Yes_a" area, approved for “sustainable-yield timber harvest." Even
"sustainable-yield" timber cutting in this area does not make sense. According to the E.I.S., one of the “relevant
and important values” for the Grandmothers' ACEC status is “fish and wildlife.” Yet any timber harvest on the
steep slopes above Wolf Creek is not compatible with protecting this value. There have previously been
landslides on the lower slopes above Wolf Creek. This is an unwise place to cut, even by helicopter, because it is
so steep and the soil seems to be unstable. If it were logged, even with riparian setbacks, it is likely that much of
the slope would slide down into Wolf Creek, making life very difficult for salmon and other aquatic species.
        It’s very important for students and other visitors to be able to come to this place where natural ecological
processes and only natural ecological processes are at work. Here they can see 300 to 400-year-old Douglas
firs, old western red cedars and western hemlocks, impressive snags, nurse trees, a diverse understory, and
habitat suitable for spotted owl and marbled murrelet.
        This small, beautiful forest is one of the oldest stands of old growth in the Coast Range close to Eugene.
This forest ought to be left alone, to awe, fascinate, and educate students and other visitors. It can be a gift to
Lane County students and other residents now and for generations to come. 
     Please make sure that this ACEC is, in all alternatives, an area that can never be logged.
 
Thank you for consideration of our comments and adding them to the official record of comments
on this issue.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ernie and Marietta O'Byrne

 



From: Indira Bakshi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments on ACECs in Appendix F, Grandmothers Grove, pp.1062 and 1080, status: potential ACEC
Date: Monday, July 06, 2015 9:06:21 AM

 To Whom it may concern: 

I am writing because I want to encourage you to protect and conserve the Grandmother Grove in LAne
County Oregon.

I am please to hear  that the "Grandmothers Grove" is on the list of potential ACECs. This is a
valuable area to protect, due to its  “Low elevation, unmanaged mature and late successional forest
providing interior habitats...Unique location above and/or proximity to the valley floor.” 

There are few old-growth areas in our neighborhood here in Lane County.

        I understand that instead of truly being protected, in some alternatives of the E.I.S., this ACEC is
designated as a "Yes_a" area, approved for “sustainable-yield timber harvest." Even "sustainable-yield"
timber cutting in this area does not make sense. According to the E.I.S., one of the “relevant and
important values” for the Grandmothers' ACEC status is “fish and wildlife.” Yet any timber harvest on
the steep slopes above Wolf Creek is not compatible with protecting this value. There have previously
been landslides on the lower slopes above Wolf Creek. This is an unwise place to cut, even by
helicopter, because it is so steep and the soil seems to be unstable. If it were logged, even with
riparian setbacks, it is likely that much of the slope would slide down into Wolf Creek, making life very
difficult for salmon and other aquatic species.
        It’s very important for our community. Students and other visitors  come to this place where
natural ecological processes and only natural ecological processes are at work. Here they can see 300
to 400-year-old Douglas firs, old western red cedars and western hemlocks, impressive snags, nurse
trees, a diverse understory, and habitat suitable for spotted owl and marbled murrelet.
        This small, beautiful forest is one of the oldest stands of old growth in the Coast Range close to
Eugene. This forest ought to be left alone to be available to Lane County  residents now and for
generations to come.

     Please make sure that this ACEC is, in all alternatives, an area that can never be logged.

Sincerely, 

Indira Bakshi 
Ken Davis 



From: Jay Meredith
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: Comments on Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Sunday, May 31, 2015 2:40:07 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Sincerely, Jay Meredith, 



From: katerg@igc.org
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments on Draft Management Plan for Western Oregon
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 1:22:20 PM

Dear members of the Bureau of Land Management: 

The BLM’s Western Oregon Draft Resource Management Plan
includes 32 pages of  information on forests and climate. This is a
significant improvement over WOPR,  the BLM’s last attempt to
develop a state-wide resource management plan, which hardly
mentioned climate. However, the new Draft Plan’s climate section is
very poorly integrated into the various so-called Alternatives. These are
the specific proposals for  managing our public forests. In the
Alternatives,  the effects of climate are limited to a few graphs, and
overall climate impacts are not  even assessed. One must read
between the lines of the Alternatives to realize that with respect to
climate all of them are variations on business as usual. 

Western Oregon’s forests sequester more carbon per acre than any
other forests in the US. Worldwide, few forests compare to ours as
carbon sinks. This means that our forest are globally significant with
respect to climate change. The Draft Plan unfortunately does not
mention this important fact, and it seems to have no influence
whatsoever on proposals for forest management. The Management
Plan should provide at least one, and preferrably several genuinely
climate-friendly Alternatives for managing public forests.  

     Sincerely yours,

            Kate Gessert
            
            



From: Jere Rosemeyer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: comments on Grandmothers Grove as potential ACEC
Date: Saturday, July 11, 2015 3:38:02 PM

I strongly support the Grandmothers Grove being on the list as a potential ACEC and strongly oppose any timber
cutting permits on the area. It should be left intact as a recreational and educational area.  Thank you.

Jere C. Rosemeyer



From: Indira Bakshi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments on proposed Wolf Creek Environmental Education Site and Trail, p. 1280 E.I.S.
Date: Monday, July 06, 2015 9:09:14 AM

Hello-

 I am writing in enthusiastic support of 549-acre Wolf Creek Environmental Education Site and Trail,
proposed in Alternative D of the E.I.S. (p. 1280). Although I do not support Alternative D as a whole, I
hope this piece of Alternative D will be included in the final Resource Management Plan. The Wolf
Creek Environmental Education Site and Trail is located in 19S-6W-17, currently designated as Late
Successional Reserve. The site includes a small, beautiful old-growth forest near Crow, Veneta, and
Eugene. It is possibly the old-growth forest closest to Eugene. It has
    * 300 - 400-year-old trees
    * diverse ages of younger trees
    * big Douglas firs, western red cedars, and western hemlocks
    * diverse understory of shrubs, herbaceous plants, mosses, and fungus
    * habitat suitable for spotted owl and marbled murrelet.
    One part of the old-growth forest is a narrow slice between Wolf Creek Road and a timber road to
the north. Some of the oldest trees and most intricate understory are here. This part is easily
accessible when walking and there is roadside parking on the logging road. A steeper area north of the
timber road goes downhill to Wolf Creek. These two areas of the forest, known as the Grandmothers
Grove, comprise 63 acres and are nominated as an ACEC in Alternatives A and B (Yes”) and C and D
(“Yes_a”) of the E.I.S.
    Farther south in Section 17, there is another part of the forest, Timber Ridge, accessible from a
timber road south of Wolf Creek Road. This area has more level ground and the trees there are not
quite so old. It is home to ghost orchids. The ridge lies between the Wolf Creek and Siuslaw
watersheds. Steep slopes south of the ridge are older and include many sites suitable for spotted owl
and marbled murrelet.
    Kate Gessert from Lane Community College and other teachers have been teaching their students
about Oregon forests and bringing them on field trips to the Wolf Creek environmental education site
for over a decade. The students are awed and delighted by the forest. They learn a great deal there
and gain a deep appreciation and respect for Oregon forests. Neighbors and other interested people
visit the site as well. Students return and bring their families. Two informal trails - trimmed, slightly
widened deer trails - lead past ancient trees, snags, nurse logs, and Deer Creek. 
    I believe it is important to have an environmental education site in the Coast Range and west of
Eugene. With gas prices uncertain and concerns about global warming, plus instructors’ concerns about
travel time and distance, it would help many educators and students to have an environmental
education site easily accessible to educational institutions in and near Crow/Lorane/Veneta and west
Eugene. I also think it is important for students to have an environmental education site that is near
where they live, not a place that they travel a long time to get to, once a year if they are lucky. A
faraway forest they visit may have much the same ecosystem as forests near home, but to students, it
doesn’t feel like their own neighboring forest, and they can’t get there easily or often enough for
significant environmental education to take place. 
    Environmental education sites are also a way that B.L.M. can give to the local community. Despite O
& C goals, and the issue of revenue for rural communities, when forests are cut on B.L.M. land, it
takes away beauty, water quality, recreation, carbon sequestration, and wildlife habitat from the
environment and the people who live nearby. An environmental education site gives something real and
lasting to the community: the opportunity for children and adults to learn from the presence and
complexity of an old-growth forest near their homes.
    I hope this lovely, easily accessible old growth grove can remain growing as it is as an
Environmental Education Site and Trail, for the benefit of new generations of students and for visitors
from the neighborhood and beyond.
         Sincerely yours,
Indira Bakshi 
Ken Davis 





From: katerg@igc.org
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments on proposed Wolf Creek Environmental Education Site and Trail, p. 1280 E.I.S.
Date: Sunday, July 05, 2015 11:10:06 AM

Dear members of the B.L.M.:

      I am writing in enthusiastic support of the Wolf Creek Environmental Education Site and Trail, proposed in
Alternative D of the E.I.S. (p. 1280). Although I do not support Alternative D as a whole, I hope this piece of
Alternative D will be included in the final Resource Management Plan.
     The proposed 549-acre Wolf Creek Environmental Education Site and Trail is located in 19S-6W-17, currently
designated as Late Successional Reserve. The site includes a small, beautiful old-growth forest near Crow,
Veneta, and Eugene. It is possibly the old-growth forest closest to Eugene. It has
     * 300 - 400-year-old trees
     * diverse ages of younger trees
     * big Douglas firs, western red cedars, and western hemlocks
     * diverse understory of shrubs, herbaceous plants, mosses, and fungus
     * habitat suitable for spotted owl and marbled murrelet.
      One part of the old-growth forest is a narrow slice between Wolf Creek Road and a timber road to the north.
Some of the oldest trees and most intricate understory are here. This part is easily accessible when walking and
there is roadside parking on the logging road. A steeper area north of the timber road goes downhill to Wolf
Creek. These two areas of the forest, known as the Grandmothers Grove, comprise 63 acres and are nominated
as an ACEC in Alternatives A and B (Yes”) and C and D (“Yes_a”) of the E.I.S.
      Farther south in Section 17, there is another part of the forest, accessible from a timber road south of Wolf
Creek Road. This area has more level ground and the trees there are not quite so old. It is home to ghost
orchids. This is Timber Ridge, between the Wolf Creek and Siuslaw watersheds. Steep slopes south of the ridge
are older and include many sites suitable for spotted owl and marbled murrelet.
      I teach English as a Second Language to immigrant adults at Lane Community College downtown, and I have
been teaching my students about Oregon forests and bringing them on weekend field trips to the Wolf Creek
environmental education site for over a decade. Most of my students, who have come to Lane County from many
different countries, have never been in an old growth forest before. They are awed and delighted by the forest
and they learn a great deal there. And here many of them gain a deep respect and appreciation for this new land
they have come to.
      Other teachers with different students also bring them to the Wolf Creek environmental education site.
Neighbors and other interested people visit there as well. Students return and bring their families. Two informal
trails - trimmed, slightly widened deer trails - lead past ancient trees, snags, nurse logs, and Deer Creek.
      I believe it is important to have an environmental education site in the Coast Range and west of Eugene (in
addition to the two east of I-5, which are not in the Coast Range.) With gas prices uncertain and concerns about
global warming, plus instructors’ concerns about travel time and distance, it would help many educators and
students to have an environmental education site easily accessible to educational institutions in and near
Crow/Lorane/Veneta and west Eugene. I also think it is important for students to have an environmental
education site that is near where they live, not a place that they travel a long time to get to, once a year if they are
lucky. A faraway forest they visit may have much the same ecosystem as forests near home, but to students, it
doesn’t feel like their own neighboring forest, and they can’t get there easily or often enough for significant
environmental education to take place.
      Environmental education sites are also a way that B.L.M. can give to the local community. Despite O & C
goals, and the issue of revenue for rural communities, when forests are cut on B.L.M. land, it takes away beauty,
water quality, recreation, carbon sequestration, and wildlife habitat from the environment and the people who live
nearby. An environmental education site gives something real and lasting to the community: the opportunity for
children and adults to learn from the presence and complexity of an old-growth forest near their homes.
      I hope this lovely, easily accessible old growth grove can remain growing as it is as an Environmental
Education Site and Trail, for the benefit of new generations of students and for visitors from the neighborhood
and beyond.
     Sincerely yours,
             Kate Gessert
             



             



From: Diana Huntington
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments on proposed Wolf Creek Environmental Site & Trail, p.1280 EIS
Date: Sunday, July 05, 2015 1:53:27 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

Below is a letter written by my friend, Kate Gessert, concerning the proposed alternatives for Wolf Creek.  I have 
copied it in its entirety, as I agree with all that it says and could not say it any better.  I, too, am a teacher and a 
neighbor of the Grandmothers Grove.  It is precious beyond measure.  

Diana Huntington

      I am writing in enthusiastic support of 549-acre Wolf Creek Environmental Education Site and Trail, proposed 
in Alternative D of the E.I.S. (p. 1280). Although I do not support Alternative D as a whole, I hope this piece of 
Alternative D will be included in the final Resource Management Plan. The Wolf Creek Environmental Education 
Site and Trail is located in 19S-6W-17, currently designated as Late Successional Reserve. The site includes a 
small, beautiful old-growth forest near Crow, Veneta, and Eugene. It is possibly the old-growth forest closest to 
Eugene. It has
    * 300 - 400-year-old trees
    * diverse ages of younger trees
    * big Douglas firs, western red cedars, and western hemlocks
    * diverse understory of shrubs, herbaceous plants, mosses, and fungus
    * habitat suitable for spotted owl and marbled murrelet.
    One part of the old-growth forest is a narrow slice between Wolf Creek Road and a timber road to the north. 
Some of the oldest trees and most intricate understory are here. This part is easily accessible when walking and 
there is roadside parking on the logging road. A steeper area north of the timber road goes downhill to Wolf 
Creek. These two areas of the forest, known as the Grandmothers Grove, comprise 63 acres and are nominated 
as an ACEC in Alternatives A and B (Yes”) and C and D (“Yes_a”) of the E.I.S.
    Farther south in Section 17, there is another part of the forest, Timber Ridge, accessible from a timber road 
south of Wolf Creek Road. This area has more level ground and the trees there are not quite so old. It is home to 
ghost orchids. The ridge lies between the Wolf Creek and Siuslaw watersheds. Steep slopes south of the ridge 
are older and include many sites suitable for spotted owl and marbled murrelet.
    Kate Gessert from Lane Community College and other teachers have been teaching their students about 
Oregon forests and bringing them on field trips to the Wolf Creek environmental education site for over a decade. 
The students are awed and delighted by the forest. They learn a great deal there and gain a deep appreciation 
and respect for Oregon forests. Neighbors and other interested people visit the site as well. Students return and 
bring their families. Two informal trails - trimmed, slightly widened deer trails - lead past ancient trees, snags, 
nurse logs, and Deer Creek. 
    I believe it is important to have an environmental education site in the Coast Range and west of Eugene. With 
gas prices uncertain and concerns about global warming, plus instructors’ concerns about travel time and 
distance, it would help many educators and students to have an environmental education site easily accessible to 
educational institutions in and near Crow/Lorane/Veneta and west Eugene. I also think it is important for students 
to have an environmental education site that is near where they live, not a place that they travel a long time to get 
to, once a year if they are lucky. A faraway forest they visit may have much the same ecosystem as forests near 
home, but to students, it doesn’t feel like their own neighboring forest, and they can’t get there easily or often 
enough for significant environmental education to take place. 
    Environmental education sites are also a way that B.L.M. can give to the local community. Despite O & C 
goals, and the issue of revenue for rural communities, when forests are cut on B.L.M. land, it takes away beauty, 
water quality, recreation, carbon sequestration, and wildlife habitat from the environment and the people who live 



nearby. An environmental education site gives something real and lasting to the community: the opportunity for 
children and adults to learn from the presence and complexity of an old-growth forest near their homes.
    I hope this lovely, easily accessible old growth grove can remain growing as it is as an Environmental 
Education Site and Trail, for the benefit of new generations of students and for visitors from the neighborhood 
and beyond.
         



From: Julie Yabu
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments on Resource Management Plans
Date: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 8:39:45 AM

Dear BLM, 

Thank you in advance for your attention to this letter.  We are writing to offer our
comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. The
proposals devalue recreation, clean water, and forest habitat in favor of increased
logging.  Furthermore and importantly, they will increase the amount of carbon in
the atmosphere, thus adding to global warming.

We hope that your plan will protect all remaining mature and old-growth forest.  It
should focus on restoration - tree farms are as far removed from a forest as a
nursery is to wildflowers.

Native fish are in decline due to loss of habitat and increases in water temperature. 
Reducing stream buffers will only hasten their decline.  I don't understand how your
analysis shows that reducing stream buffers will not negatively impact fish.

Your use of different time frames for achieving results hides what you plan to do. 
Plants and animals may not have time to recover from short-term logging.

Whatever plan you adopt should

-  Protect forests over 80 years old from logging and keep current roadless areas
roadless.

-  Eliminate the focus on clearcuts and focus on forest health and thinning.

-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current
Northwest Forest Plan. 

-  Protect all wilderness study areas and lands with wilderness potential, areas of
fragile environmental characteristics, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. 

-  Ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from
noise and OHV intrusion.  

-  Without the survey and management standards and guidelines of the Northwest
Forest Plan you will not know what happens to species under the plan you adopt. 
Plants and animals could go extinct more quickly and we will never know.
 
- After decades of over cutting and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are
just starting to recover.  Keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices
that left us with threatened species and a scarred landscape.

- Reduce the road system.  Creating new roads puts silt and debris into streams and
fragments forests.  You already have over 14,000 miles of roads on western Oregon
BLM lands. many of them deteriorating. and some alternatives would add up to 800
new miles. 



Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process.
Please keep me informed. 

Sincerely,

John Li and Julie Yabu



From: Andrew Swanson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: comments on the BLM"s release of the Draft RMP/EIS for Oregon
Date: Monday, May 25, 2015 6:35:32 PM

BLM,
 
Please withhold my personal information from public disclosure.  I have provided this
request prominently at the beginning of my comment, since I was advised to do this
on the BLM website.
 
Here is my comment on the BLM's release of the Draft RMP/EIS for the BLM's
forested lands in Western Oregon: 
 
I urge the BLM to select alternative D.
 
Thank you.
 
Andrew Swanson



From: Barbara Comnes
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments to Draft RMP/EIS for Western Oregon
Date: Tuesday, June 16, 2015 3:04:17 PM

To: BLM officials

We are hereby submitting comments to BLM’s Draft RMP/EIS for Western Oregon.  

We are concerned that the BLM is willing to sacrifice several ACEC’s in order to
increase logging in these areas, using a “timber first” interpretation of the O&C Act.

 

Page 129 of the DEIS indicates that under its preferred action alternative, the BLM
intends to eliminate ACECs or reduce their size in order to “avoid preclusion of
sustain-yield production in the harvest land base.” This is problematic, as the O&C
Act mandates “protecting watersheds, regulating stream flows, contributing to the
economic stability of local communities and industries, and providing recreational
facilities.” The retention of established and proposed ACECs, such as Hoxie Creek,
Moon Prairie, Upper Klamath River and the Upper Klamath Addition, contributes to all
of the above objectives delineated by Congress.

 

The current ACEC’s meet the relevance and importance criteria for which they were
initially established and their status should carry forward in this RMP planning
process.

In the case of the Upper Klamath and Addition, for example, the BLM has found,
using its own words:

 

“Historic road, prehistoric cultural artifacts/sites. the Klamath River Canyon holds
great spiritual and religious significance for the Klamath Tribe and the Shasta Nation.
The unique landform, diverse vegetation, water, and a low level of adverse cultural
modifications has been given a Scenic Quality A classification. Lost River and
shortnose suckers (FE), Klamath largescale sucker, native inland redband trout, bald
eagles (BS), Northern Spotted Owl (FT) critical habitat. Unique plant communities
bisecting the Cascade Mts which range from montane conifer forest communities to
high desert communities, and from riparian communities to oak savannah
communities. Red-root yampah (Perideridia erythrorhiza a BS plant species,
Astragalus californicus (BS), Carex comosa (BS).”



 

We are concerned that the Draft RMP/EIS:

 

      Makes no reference to documented reforestation problems
      Nor to the Timber Production Capability Classification of the Moon Prairie
and Hoxie Creek ACEC’s
      Fails to disclose BLM’s methodology for logging on TPCC lands within the
ACEC’s and how this interacts with the agency’s interpretation of the O&C Act’s
guidance regarding “annual sustained yield capacity”
      Leaves unclear how lands subject to additional road construction will be
managed for sustainable timber production.

 

Having visited the Upper Klamath River ACEC numerous times, we have seen the
degradation of the water quality there, the remnants of previous logging activities that
have left huge slash piles rife for igniting wildfires, and the erosion linked to the many
dirt roads in the area, many unauthorized—all this even while under the current
protected ACEC status. Removing ACEC status will intensify the area’s
environmental degradation.

 

These ACEC’s provide essential habitat for a great variety of unique fish, wildlife and
plants.  They act as important genetic reservoirs and carbon sinks in a time of climate
change.  They provide unique scenic landscapes with attendant recreational and
aesthetic values. They deserve their special protection status. 

Sincerely,

Barbara and Brian Comnes



From: bluenijin@gmail.com on behalf of Gene Griffith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 9:26:50 AM

The Alternative D is the most sustainable for the long term. Let's protect the forest
resource and the 51 important sites and trails we can now. It is our duty to care for
the forests and people and sustaining a living forest is essential to that end.
Please select D.
Gene Griffith



From: Diana Huntington
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Comments: ACEC Appendix F, Grandmothers Grove, pp.1062 and 1080, status: potential ACEC
Date: Saturday, June 20, 2015 5:54:33 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to speak on behalf of our local old-growth forest remnant, The Grandmothers Grove, near
Wolf Creek in Lane County.  To lose these old trees would be a tragedy for their neighbors (I am one
who finds solace just in knowing that they are there, as many of us living nearby do) and for Wolf Creek
and the life it supports.  A needless tragedy. 

Please change the "Yes_a" designation in Alternatives C and D to "No_a" for the Grandmothers Grove or
just designate Yes in all alternatives: A, B, C and D.  Please do the right thing and do not allow these
trees to be wantonly brought down.

Diana Huntington



From: katerg@igc.org
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Corrected comments for Draft E.I.S. potential ACEC Grandmothers Grove
Date: Thursday, June 25, 2015 11:41:03 AM

           June 24, 2015

Dear members of the B.L.M.:
           I am sending a corrected version of my
previous letter of June 20th. Please discard this
June 20th version. I did not understand the
definition of "No_A" correctly, so part of what
was in the June 15th letter was the opposite of
what i intended to say,  Thank you. 

Sincerely yours, 
         Kate Gessert

Draft E.I.S. Western Oregon
Comments on ACECs Appendix F,
Grandmothers Grove, pp. 1062 and 1080,
status: potential ACEC

    I’m very happy to read that the
Grandmothers Grove is on the potential ACEC
list. II think this is a valuable area to protect, to
quote the EIS, “Low elevation, unmanaged
mature and late successional forest providing
interior habitats...Unique location above and/or
proximity to the valley floor.” This beautiful,
pristine place near Crow is also valuable as
wildlife habitat and for environmental
education. As a Lane Community College
instructor, I spend time there with my students,
and they learn a great deal from this forest. As
a country neighbor (I live 10 miles away), I also
love to  walk there on my own. 

        For weeks I haven’t understood what
“Yes_a” means in terms of the Grandmothers
Grove for Alternatives C and D of the E.I.S..
People I asked at B.L.M. and Oregon Wild
didn’t know, either. There doesn’t seem to be
any definition of this term in the 1506-page
E.I.S. document. This morning I talked to
Panchita Paulete in the Eugene B.L.M. office
and finally learned what “Yes_a” means. 

        I am surprised and dismayed. It means
that with ACECs designated this way,
“sustainable yield timber harvest" is compatible
with protection of the landscape values of this
ACEC.” I don’t understand how this makes
sense. Since according to the E.I.S., one of the



Grandmothers’ “relevant and important values”
for ACEC status is “fish and wildlife,” how can
timber harvest on a very steep slope directly
above Wolf Creek be compatible with
protecting this value? There have already been
landslides on the lower slopes closest to Wolf
Creek, with younger trees filling in. I think this
is an unwise place to cut, even by helicopter,
because it is so steep and the soil seems to be
unstable in places. If it were logged, even with
riparian setbacks, it seems likely that a lot of
the slope would slide down into Wolf Creek,
making life very difficult for salmon and other
aquatic species.

         According to the E.I.S., another
important value of the Grandmothers Grove is
“natural processes.”  I don’t think “sustainable
yield timber harvest” is consistent with “natural
processes.” According to Ms. Paulete, trees
would be cut to create more space for big, old
trees to spread out. But this is already
happening. Trees in the grove are for the most
part well-spaced and have been providing
more space for themselves for hundreds of
years. 

        It’s very important for students and other
visitors to be able to come to this place where
natural ecological processes and only natural
ecological processes are at work. Here they
can see 300 to 400-year-old Douglas firs, and
old western red cedars and western
hemlocks,impressive snags, nurse trees, a
diverse understory, and habitat suitable for
spotted owl and marbled murrelet. If people
want to see managed forests and groomed
forest remnants in parks, there are many
examples nearby. But this small, beautiful
forest is one of the oldest stands of old growth
in the Coast Range, close to Eugene. To quote
the E.I.S. once again, “Low elevation,
unmanaged mature and late successional
forest providing interior habitats...Unique
location above and/or proximity to the valley
floor.” Please leave this forest alone, to follow
its own “natural processes” and to awe and
fascinate students and other visitors. This will
be a gift to Lane County students and other
residents now and for generations to
come,.The Grandmothers Grove is only 63
acres. Surely wood can come from somewhere
else. For the Grandmothers Grove, please
change the "Yes_a" designation in
Alternatives C and D to "Yes" in all
alternatives, A, B, C, and D. This way the
forest would not be cut no matter which



alternative or parts of alternatives are
chosen. It would be LSR in every
alternative, not Harvest Land Base.

        Other disadvantages of “sustainable yield
timber harvest” proposed in Alternatives C and
D are a decrease in carbon sequestration in
this area, disruption of wildlife, decrease in soil
water storage, increase in soil erosion, and
drying out and endangerment of older trees by
suddenly letting more sunlight into the grove.
One 300 to 400-year-old tree has already died
and another is dying, most likely  because of
mechanical brush-cutting several years ago
along Wolf Creek Road that suddenly brought
in more sun from the south. With global
warming and many dry years in the Pacific
Northwest, this is really something to watch out
for. 

       I am disturbed to learn that ACEC
candidates within “harvest land base” areas are
often designated “Yes_a,” while those within
“late successional reserve” areas are often
designated  “No_a.” In other words, it has more
to do with where an ACEC is rather than its
“relevant and important values.” An ACEC like
the Grandmothers Grove can be valuable in
part because it is in an area where there are
few other forests as old and diverse. 

       In closing, I would like to request that you
amend the name “Grandmother’s Grove” in the
E.I.S. to “Grandmothers Grove,” removing the
apostrophe. This is not a grove that belongs to
a grandmother, but a grove where our tree
ancestors are living. My ESL students, many of
them separated from grandparents and great
grandparents in their home countries, call it
that. They - we - consider these trees our
relatives.

                          Sincerely yours,

                                                Kate Gessert
                                                

                                        



From: Nancy Li
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: WOPR revisions
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 9:13:35 PM

Dear BLM, 

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for
western Oregon. The proposals devalue recreation, clean water, and forest habitat in
favor of increased logging.  In addition they will increase the amount of carbon in
the atmosphere.

You plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forest.  It should focus
on restoration - tree farms are as far removed from a forest as a nursery is to
wildflowers.

Native fish are in decline due to loss of habitat and increases in water temperature. 
Reducing stream buffers will only hasten their decline.  I don't understand how your
analysis shows that reducing stream buffers will not negatively impact fish.

Studies show that mature trees store carbon better than young, fast-growing trees. 
Your plan will increase global warming.

Your use of different time frames for achieving results hides what you plan to do. 
Plants and animals may not have time to recover from short-term logging.

Whatever plan you adopt should
-  Protect forests over 80 years old from logging and keep current roadless areas
roadless.

-  Eliminate the focus on clearcuts and focus on forest health and thinning.

-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current
Northwest Forest Plan. 

-  Protect all wilderness study areas and lands with wilderness potential, areas of
fragile environmental characteristics, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. 

-  Ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from
noise and OHV intrusion.  

-  Without the survey and management standards and guidelines of the Northwest
Forest Plan you will not know what happens to species under the plan you adopt. 
Plants and animals could go extinct more quickly and we will never know.
 
- After decades of overcutting and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are
just starting to recover.  Keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices
that left us with threatened species and a scarred landscape.

- Reduce the road system.  Creating new roads puts silt and debris into streams and
fragments forests.  You already have over 14,000 miles of roads on western Oregon
BLM lands. many of them deteriorating. and some alternatives would add up to 800
new miles. 



From: John Oehler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft EIS for Western Oregon
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 10:22:11 AM

I am concerned that several ACEC’s designated for their special values are proposed to have less protection or be 
dropped from ACEC status. Page 129 of the DEIS indicates that under the agency’s preferred action alternative the 
BLM intends to eliminate ACECs or reduce their size in order to “avoid preclusion of sustain-yield production in 
the harvest land base.” The proposal relies on a misreading of the O&C Act and a misunderstanding of the timber 
capacity of the ACECs at issue. 

In fact the O&C Act directs that BLM management of lands in Western Oregon mandates “protecting watersheds, 
regulating stream flows, contributing to the economic stability of local communities and industries, and providing 
recreational facilities.” The retention of established and proposed ACECs, such as Hoxie Creek, Moon Prairie, 
 contributes to all of the above objectives delineated by Congress. 

As noted by the BLM:

“The Hoxie Creek old-growth grove is one of the largest contiguous tract of old-growth remaining on the Dead 
Indian Plateau, thus creating a relatively large proportion of interior habitat. Its dense multi-layered canopy has 
reduced forest floor vegetation throughout much of the stand interior. It has ancient forest attributes and an 
important late seral community.”
-BLM RMP Technical Coordinator James Keeter, 9/30/92. ACEC Nomination for Hoxie Creek. Page 2.

“The area is important from a recreation standpoint because of the close proximity to Howard Prairie reservoir 
and the Pacific Crest Trail. It is entirely within the existing Hyatt-Howard Prairie Special Recreation 
Management Area.”
-BLM Area Manager. 8/11/92. ACEC Nomination of Hoxie Creek. Page 3.

“I feel it is prudent to maximize future management options by maintaining some key examples of old-growth 
and mature stand characteristics by maintaining the Hoxie Creek Old Growth through the next decade. This will 
provide opportunities to study and better understand their characteristics, how they developed, and how they 
impact other forest values and species. Many of these areas contain species such as bats, salamanders, goshawks, 
and invertebrates which are being studied for habitat dependence on old growth. These areas can serve as 
control areas while inventories and studies are going on in areas of multiple use.”
-BLM District Manager. 8/11/92. ACEC Nomination of Hoxie Creek. Page 3.

“Approximately 65,000 acres of old-growth forest inhabited BLM lands on the Dead Indian Plateau prior to 
about 1945. Today only one half of one percent or 3,714 acres remain unlogged and most of these are heavily 
fragmented by roads, reducing their true old growth characteristics even further.”
-Silviculture Report. ACEC Nomination of Hoxie Creek. Unpaginated.

“It is extremely important that representative samples of the few remaining old-growth plan communities on the 
Dead Indian Plateau be considered for ACEC protected  (sic). Each of the stands being considered have unique 
ecological attributes.”
-Silviculture Report. ACEC Nomination of Hoxie Creek. Unpaginated.

Clearly, as established above, the Hoxie ACEC is important for recreation and as an intact ecological baseline. It 
also comprises a structurally complex old-growth forest stand that likely must be maintained in order to contribute 
to the recovery plan objectives for the Northern Spotted Owl. Logging the last “one half of one percent” of 
functional old-growth remaining on BLM lands on the Dead Indian Plateau is the antithesis of sustained-yield 
production.

Please consider that:

"About 60% of the Jenny Creek Watershed is located on the Dead Indian Plateau, which is unique in regard to 



reforestation efforts. The plateau is approximately 100,000 acres resembling an elevated saucer lying southwest 
of Mount McLoughlin. the plateau is characterized by cold, snowy winters that alternate with hot, dry  summers. 
Freezing night temperatures in combination with gentle, concave topography produce extreme frost damage 
problems for seedlings. Temperatures at Howard Prairie range from -20 degrees to 95 degrees Fahrenheit. 
Pocket gophers in combination with frost problems create extreme reforestation problems. Minore (1978) 
found that average seedling survival under a tree canopy was 88.8 percent versus 36.4 percent in clearcut 
areas."
-Jenny Creek WA, Ashland Resource Area, Medford District BLM. February 3, 1995. Page 17.

The Draft Resource Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement makes no reference to the reforestation 
problems documented by Minore (1978) nor to the Timber Production Capability Classification (TPCC) of the 
Moon Prairie and Hoxie Creek ACECs. Please disclose the agency’s methodology for logging on TPCC lands 
within these ACECs and how this interacts with the agency’s interpretation of O&C Act and its guidance regarding 
“annual sustained yield capacity.” Please also indicate if the agency believes that lands subject to additional road 
construction will be managed to ensure sustainable timber production. 

For the reasons aforementioned, the potential removal of ACEC status to several areas in Western Oregon due to a 
“timber first” interpretation of the O&C Act are no longer instructive. The current ACECs meet the relevance and 
importance criteria for which they were initially established and their status should carry forward in this RMP 
planning process. 

Sincerely,
John Oehler



From: Ed Conyngham
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 7:41:17 PM

I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for Western
Oregon.   As a former Foreign Service Officer who served for a number of years in both
Indonesia and Malaysia I urge you to read the ample accounts of the results of deforestation
in those countries.  The results have been disastrous for agriculture over the past fifty years
due to flooding and loss of top soil  as well as for loss of habitat for wildlife and for the
people who lived there.   This loss of forests in Indonesia and Malaysia effects global
warming and so effects us too as does deforestation in our country effect other countries. 
Serious efforts were made by the United Nations, USAID and others to warn of the
consequences but in the end short term profits for a few won out over long term benefits to
the many.  BLM should resist the pressures  for  large scale clear cutting in Oregon.
 
As an Oregonian, I must say too,without the trees there really is no reason to live here.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Conyngham
 



From: andre smith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments- I support forest conservation, not destruction
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 5:33:42 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



andre smith



From: Christine Stewart
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments- Protect old growth forests
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:32:49 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Christine Stewart



From: corrinne t
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments!
Date: Monday, July 13, 2015 1:51:52 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



corrinne t



From: Dianne Douglas
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:31:57 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dianne Douglas



From: Don Jacobson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:32:50 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Don Jacobson



From: John Brookshier
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:33:40 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



John Brookshier



From: Daniela Roth
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:34:16 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Daniela Roth



From: Daniel Carolan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:35:31 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Daniel Carolan



From: Christina Strelova
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:37:03 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Christina Strelova



From: Joanne Meister
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:37:09 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Joanne Meister



From: Jennifer Woodbridge
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:37:34 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jennifer Woodbridge



From: Jennifer Woodbridge
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:37:40 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jennifer Woodbridge



From: Kate Kenner
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:37:45 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kate Kenner



From: Kacey Donston
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:38:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kacey Donston



From: Alvin Steele
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:39:13 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Alvin Steele



From: Jane Steadman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:39:45 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jane Steadman



From: Eduardo Campos
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:39:51 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Eduardo Campos



From: Barbara Davis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:41:20 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife. In addition,
Ernie Niemi, Harvard educated, Oregon economist cites research showing that maintaining the old
growth forests for outdoor recreational opportunities is far more cost effective (i.e profitiable) than
clear-cutting.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me



informed.

Sincerely,

Barbara Davis



From: Gloria & Bob Ziller
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:42:01 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gloria & Bob Ziller



From: Deborah Houshour
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:42:29 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Deborah Houshour



From: Jim Franklin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:42:39 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jim Franklin



From: Ken Donston
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:42:53 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ken Donston



From: Esther Garvett
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:43:28 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Esther Garvett



From: Jeff Clark
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:43:32 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jeff Clark



From: Ken Weeks
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:43:58 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ken Weeks



From: Ann O"Roke
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:45:28 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ann O'Roke



From: Ellynne Kutschera
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:45:41 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ellynne Kutschera



From: Debbi Paden
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:46:55 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Debbi Paden



From: Bill & Marilyn Voorhies
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:48:42 PM

Dear BLM,

We are writing to offer our comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon.
We highly value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational
experiences, the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering our comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep us
informed.

Sincerely,



Bill & Marilyn Voorhies



From: Jan Abeia
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:48:57 PM

Dear Bureau of Land Management,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. In
addition to the timber they can provide, I value the public lands managed by the BLM for many other
reasons as well – the nearby recreational experiences, the clean water that flows from them, and the
habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

I feel the Bureau's draft plan falls short on protecting all the values in which the public has an interest,
and goes in the wrong direction with its proposal to increase clear-cut logging and reduce stream
protections.

The Bureau's plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing stream-
side buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking waters clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and for the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no economical or ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide
essential habitat for wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate
the effects of climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clear-cutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,

Jan Abeia





From: James Rankin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:49:08 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



James Rankin



From: Cheryl Douglass
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:49:21 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Cheryl Douglass



From: Daniel White
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:50:05 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Daniel White



From: James Mulcare
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:50:16 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



James Mulcare



From: brenda amick
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:54:16 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



brenda amick



From: Alison LAUGHLIN
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:55:00 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Alison LAUGHLIN



From: Andrea Pellicani
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:55:49 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Andrea Pellicani



From: Carol Palmer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:57:24 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carol Palmer



From: BEATRICE SILVESTRE
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:59:04 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



BEATRICE SILVESTRE



From: Jane Williams-Grube
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:01:03 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jane Williams-Grube



From: Alex Prentiss
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:03:27 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Alex Prentiss



From: Ezra rabie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:04:00 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ezra rabie



From: john burns
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:05:01 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



john burns



From: Joe B
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:05:13 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Joe B



From: Charles Nichols
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:05:42 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Charles Nichols



From: elizabeth miller
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:07:01 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



elizabeth miller



From: Jennifer Nitz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:07:57 PM

BLM,

I am writing to comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon.

The draft plan is inadequate with protecting public values, such as its proposal to increase clearcut
logging and reduce stream protections.

Your plan must protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, existing streamside buffers, and
focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road building. Focusing on
protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect important habitat for
salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change, protect recreation
opportunities, and reduce controversy over land management.

As you develop your final plan, adopt elements of different Alternatives that include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminate the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands.
-  Maintain strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protect all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas must be protected.
-  Place more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise and
OHV intrusion.
-  Retain all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey &
Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare plants
and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focus on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After decades
of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to recover. Keep
the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened species and a scarred
landscape.
-  Reduce road impacts. There are over 14,000 miles of roads on western Oregon BLM lands, and some
alternatives would add up to 800 new miles.  Reduce the road system and the fragmentation and
sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and watersheds.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Nitz



From: Amber Gayle Thalmayer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:09:26 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Amber Gayle Thalmayer,

 



From: Connie Chambers
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:11:55 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Connie Chambers



From: Brook Kirklin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:12:51 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Brook Kirklin



From: Cynthia Williams
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:15:16 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Cynthia Williams



From: Betty J. Van Wicklen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:16:39 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Betty J. Van Wicklen



From: A. todd
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:17:00 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



A. todd



From: Geraldine Ring
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:17:02 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Geraldine Ring



From: joyce schwartz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:18:12 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



joyce schwartz



From: John Brinkley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:18:57 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



John Brinkley



From: Janet Robinson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:20:26 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Janet Robinson



From: Cameron Gaddy
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:23:01 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Cameron Gaddy



From: Florence Bajaj
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:24:49 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Florence Bajaj



From: Cheryl Thoen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:25:04 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Cheryl Thoen



From: Karen Olch
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:26:34 PM

Dear BLM,

 I'd like to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I value
the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons –  the clean water that flows from them, the
habitat they provide for fish and wildlife, and the fact that they offer all of us such beautiful recreational
opportunities.

It seems like the draft plan falls very short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction
with its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections. I am honestly shocked that
you are even considering clearcut options, as it has been scientifically proven over and over that this
only destroys balance in the forest ecosystem and the trickle down negative impacts are immense, from
water quality,
habitat destruction and the list goes on.

I believe strongly that your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain
existing streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging
and road building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean,
protect important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate
change, protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land
management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and



watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,

Karen Olch



From: Christina Pasillas
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:28:32 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Christina Pasillas



From: Brian Godfrey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:29:11 PM

Dear BLM,

Are you guys in cahoots with the rich timber companies?  Golden parachutes on your back?  Or are you
just suckers?  Or maybe you're trying to help out your buddies in the logging industry (nudge nudge,
wink wink.)  Whatever the case it is complete irresponsible for you to even consider these clearcuts.  It's
a 19th century technique which has no place in this millennium.  You just can't keep wrecking every
single thing on the planet and not expect that to eventually include us.  No, it's not doom and gloom
this year or next, but we are rapidly trashing everything on the planet and I bet the people are alive
right now who will eventually pay a very heavy price for the greed of a few lumber barons and their
toadies in the government.  Time for you to decide: are you one of those toadies?

So don't just table this proposal with the hope to resurrect it again in the future.  Put it in the shredder
and next time your rich buddies come along and start whining that their bank accounts are not swelling
fast enough, just go tell them to take a hike - while there's still room to do it.

Brian Godfrey



From: Alison Litts
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:31:42 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Alison Litts



From: Benton Elliott
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:34:02 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Benton Elliott



From: evi meuris
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:34:38 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



evi meuris



From: David Anolik
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:36:32 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



David Anolik



From: doug krause
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:37:55 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



doug krause



From: Carl Darnell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:37:59 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carl Darnell



From: Gary Gilardi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:41:49 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gary Gilardi



From: Ashley Atwood
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:42:00 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ashley Atwood



From: Don Ewing
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:42:39 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Don Ewing



From: Jonathan Greenwood
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:44:07 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jonathan Greenwood



From: Dan Chavez
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:44:38 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dan Chavez



From: Frank Cassianna
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 4:56:15 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely, 



 Frank Cassianna
 



From: judith Anderson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:04:33 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



judith Anderson



From: Ann Eastman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:06:39 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ann Eastman



From: Emily Gross
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:11:39 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Emily Gross



From: Gwen Stone
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:11:46 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gwen Stone



From: Gwen Stone
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:12:18 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gwen Stone



From: Gwen Stone
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:12:20 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gwen Stone



From: Gail Harris
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:21:55 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gail Harris



From: Jennifer Stephenson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:22:16 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jennifer Stephenson



From: Dylan Lamar
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:22:59 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dylan Lamar



From: Carolyn Buhl
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:24:24 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carolyn Buhl



From: David Winston
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:25:00 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



David Winston



From: Gunta Norman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:27:57 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gunta Norman



From: Jimi Shaughnessy
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:39:16 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jimi Shaughnessy



From: Janet Miller
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:39:43 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Janet Miller



From: AniMae Chi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:40:21 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



AniMae Chi



From: Jack Keyes
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:46:42 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jack Keyes



From: Karen Griswold
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:47:20 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Karen Griswold



From: Amy Elepano
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:48:01 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Amy Elepano



From: Carol Bosworth
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:54:50 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carol Bosworth



From: Anthony Montapert
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:13:18 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Anthony Montapert



From: kelly morgan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:14:39 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



kelly morgan



From: David Brewer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:16:45 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



David Brewer



From: Hardin King
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:22:53 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Hardin King



From: Don Kraus
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:28:26 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Don Kraus



From: Dean du Vernet
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:33:19 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely, Dean H. du Vernet, 



Dean du Vernet



From: Carl Smith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:34:09 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carl Smith



From: Carl Smith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:34:09 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carl Smith



From: Barbara Arlen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:35:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Barbara Arlen

Barbara Arlen



From: jennifet kilgore
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:36:28 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



jennifet kilgore



From: Barbara Daniels
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:38:15 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Barbara Daniels



From: bonnie kuppler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:40:30 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



bonnie kuppler



From: Gary Guttormsen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:45:05 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gary Guttormsen



From: C.K. Ellis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:48:18 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



C.K. Ellis



From: Geoffrey Harold
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:48:47 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Geoffrey Harold



From: Daniel Carolan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:49:43 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Daniel Carolan



From: Anton Pugachevsky
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 6:49:52 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Anton Pugachevsky



From: Cameron Derbyshire
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 7:24:13 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Cameron Derbyshire



From: Charles Barrett
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 7:29:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Charles Barrett



From: Julie Ries
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 7:31:52 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Julie Ries



From: Anne Fuller
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 7:31:56 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Anne Fuller



From: Joseph Ahearne
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 7:31:57 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Joseph Ahearne



From: Ginger Hipszky
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 7:37:52 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ginger Hipszky



From: Candi Ausman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 7:40:25 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Candi Ausman



From: Joe Walicki
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 7:55:50 PM

Dear BLM,

I've seen it; let's save it!!

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.



We need more wilderness areas!!

Sincerely,

Joe Walicki



From: Bonnie Ford
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:07:16 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bonnie Ford



From: Amber Davidson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:21:22 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Amber Davidson



From: Joshua Rickett
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:23:56 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Joshua Rickett



From: Chandra Paetsch
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:24:47 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Chandra Paetsch



From: bernardo Alayza mujica
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:25:04 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



bernardo Alayza mujica



From: Kathleen Wolfe
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:25:31 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kathleen Wolfe



From: ED LIZSKI
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:55:00 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

The State should not look like a dog with mange. Use WA rules.

Sincerely,
Ed Lizewski

ED LIZSKI



From: Ian Shelley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:59:39 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ian Shelley



From: Joshua Welch
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9:00:54 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Joshua Welch



From: Alisa Ocean
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9:01:59 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Alisa Ocean



From: John Tissavary
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9:05:27 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



John Tissavary



From: j angell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9:16:28 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



j angell



From: Dylan McCoy
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9:18:19 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dylan McCoy



From: Dorothy Benson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9:22:03 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dorothy Benson



From: Chris Washington
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9:22:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Chris Washington



From: Dwight Long
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9:26:31 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dwight Long



From: Carol Turtle
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9:40:53 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carol Turtle



From: J Stufflebeam
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9:52:26 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



J Stufflebeam



From: Kathryn Peterson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 9:57:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kathryn Peterson



From: chris shank
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 10:02:56 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



chris shank



From: Alice McGough
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 10:18:00 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Alice McGough



From: Katherine Fuller
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 10:37:13 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Katherine Fuller



From: Brett Warnock
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 10:41:18 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Brett Warnock



From: Charles Langford
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 10:46:11 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. 

Sincerely,



Charles Langford



From: Ethan Lewis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 10:57:58 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ethan Lewis



From: C Harvey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 11:00:57 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



C Harvey



From: Joshua Sayre
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 11:06:49 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Joshua Sayre



From: Amy Small
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 11:13:56 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Amy Small



From: Katherine Anne Stansbury
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 11:28:07 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Katherine Anne Stansbury



From: Gillian Hearst
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 11:43:37 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gillian Hearst



From: Jason Bowman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 11:49:31 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jason Bowman



From: chris ocean
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:34:47 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



chris ocean



From: Edward Cleary
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:53:53 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Edward Cleary



From: Anna Brewer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:56:50 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Anna Brewer



From: Kate Bolinger
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:14:59 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kate Bolinger



From: Candy LeBlanc
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:35:29 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Candy LeBlanc



From: joyce robinson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:38:53 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



joyce robinson



From: Atli Hafsteinsson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:53:57 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Atli Hafsteinsson



From: Beth Wegner
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:05:53 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Beth Wegner



From: Jennifer Anne Khan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:21:37 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jennifer Anne Khan



From: Charles Woodliff
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:34:27 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Charles Woodliff



From: Donna Hamilton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:48:00 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Donna Hamilton



From: Dalila OUAI
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:17:22 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dalila OUAI



From: Cheryl Hughes
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:21:34 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Cheryl Hughes



From: Bridget Palecek
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:59:29 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bridget Palecek



From: Bonna Mettie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:03:28 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bonna Mettie



From: Joyce Frohn
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:05:33 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Joyce Frohn



From: Beverly Morgan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:37:55 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Beverly Morgan



From: elaine c
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:47:57 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



elaine c



From: Dianne Ensign
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:48:28 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the valuable habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should strongly protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain
existing streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging
and road building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean,
protect important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate
change, protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land
management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.



Sincerely,

Dianne Ensign



From: Dolores Darst
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:58:29 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dolores Darst



From: Kenneth Lapointe
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:04:37 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kenneth Lapointe



From: Ale simmon
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:05:49 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ale simmon



From: Ann Cobban
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:09:35 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ann Cobban



From: Carol Bischoff
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:11:10 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carol Bischoff



From: Jean Ella
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:19:13 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jean Ella



From: gerald stanford
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:25:07 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



gerald stanford



From: Jim Hemmingsen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:43:47 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jim Hemmingsen



From: Jade Bale
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:44:45 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jade Bale



From: Katya Spiecker
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:45:11 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Katya Spiecker



From: Carol Wild
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:53:06 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carol Wild



From: Gail Battaglia
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:58:47 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gail Battaglia



From: Barbara Irish
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 8:05:29 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Barbara Irish



From: Brad Bush
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 8:53:30 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Brad Bush



From: Jim Taylor
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 8:56:43 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jim Taylor



From: Christine spinola
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:14:01 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Christine spinola



From: andrea beardsley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:23:03 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



andrea beardsley



From: Jonathan Jelen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:30:03 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jonathan Jelen



From: Clare Sobotka
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:32:40 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Clare Sobotka



From: Alex Dolle
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:33:20 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

The draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with its proposal
to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Alex Dolle



From: Barb Shamet
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:39:18 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Barb Shamet



From: Kathy House
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:57:42 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kathy House



From: Deb Merchant
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:02:48 AM

Dear BLM,

As a native-born Oregonion, my heart thrives in the forested streams and mountains of this region. My
address may be in suburbia, but I cannot survive mentally, emotionally or physically without old-growth
trees, clean and abundant streams and clean air.

I am asking you to do everything possible to protect and restore every shred of tree and soil and drop
of water within your jurisdiction.

I am also writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to



reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,

Deb Merchant



From: Judy Childers
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:18:30 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Judy Childers



From: Ann Rennacker
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:50:32 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ann Rennacker



From: Brian Paradise
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:52:25 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Brian Paradise



From: Cecile Valastro
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:52:35 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Cecile Valastro



From: David Hill
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:56:15 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



David Hill



From: Jean Blaske
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:03:26 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jean Blaske



From: David Williams
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:19:45 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



David Williams



From: Basey Klopp
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:21:14 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Basey Klopp



From: gerry collins
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:25:11 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



gerry collins



From: Ellen Saunders
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:26:09 AM

Dear BLM,

I live in the coast range and see the devastation to wild life and water sheds. I am writing to offer my
comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I value the public lands
managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences, the clean water that
flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.



Sincerely,

Ellen Saunders



From: Adrian Swain
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:36:03 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Adrian Swain



From: Kellie Smith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:37:32 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kellie Smith



From: Katherine Kubick
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:42:03 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Katherine Kubick



From: Heather Chapin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:44:14 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Heather Chapin



From: Carrie Roth
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:48:38 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carrie Roth



From: Jeanette Holmgren
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:50:18 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jeanette Holmgren



From: Erin Madden
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:57:07 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Erin Madden



From: isabelle boisgard
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:03:29 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



isabelle boisgard



From: JoAnn Jennings
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:05:48 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



JoAnn Jennings



From: Elma Tassi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:06:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Elma Tassi



From: Alicia Plate
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:07:02 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Alicia Plate

Alicia Plate



From: Karla Powell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:14:05 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Karla Powell



From: Karla Powell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:14:34 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Karla Powell



From: Jeff Pokorny
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:17:38 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jeff Pokorny



From: Kamia Taylor
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:23:30 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kamia Taylor



From: Bill Swisher
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:27:25 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bill Swisher



From: Karen Brokken
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:28:22 PM

Dear BLM,

I'm taking the comment period opportunity to add my voice to following eight recommendations. And I
would also like to take this time to offer my concern about conserving wilderness, wildlife habitat and
Oregon's water sources. Logging can have such a devastating effect on all of these things. The future
we are all facing is one of climate change and severe drought. Our forests can offer a protective barrier
to diminish the severity of what this future, caused by human mismanagement of natural resources, will
bring. It is now necessary to make adjustments to our use of natural resources.

Foreseeable economic loss due to environmental degradation is a strong consideration. A more personal
one is the ability to continue to enjoy hiking and mountain climbing and other peaceful enjoyments of
Oregon's public lands. I value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby
recreational experiences, the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and
wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.



-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,

Karen Brokken



From: Elisa Serikawa
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:29:03 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Elisa Serikawa



From: barry werbowsky
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:29:58 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



barry werbowsky



From: Chantal Buslot
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:36:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Chantal Buslot



From: Donald Baumgartner
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:42:20 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Donald Baumgartner



From: Dianne Douglas
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:42:39 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dianne Douglas



From: Carol Berkeley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:43:05 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carol Berkeley



From: Goran Abramic
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:43:33 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Goran Abramic



From: Karen Cappa
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:53:41 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Karen Cappa



From: karen lundblad
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:54:20 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



karen lundblad



From: Allen Crutcher
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:57:03 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Allen Crutcher



From: Anthony Montapert
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:01:54 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Anthony Montapert



From: Jen Dygert
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:02:07 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jen Dygert



From: Ela Gotkowska
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:06:20 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ela Gotkowska



From: Chris Bihler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:09:02 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Chris Bihler



From: Anthony Capobianco
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:18:43 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Anthony Capobianco



From: Angela Weber
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:42:25 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Angela Weber



From: Corina Aleman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:44:16 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Corina Aleman



From: Heather Little
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:52:41 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Heather Little



From: joyce schwartz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 1:58:10 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



joyce schwartz



From: Dianna Mullen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 2:21:15 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dianna Mullen



From: Anna Jasiukiewicz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 2:27:03 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Anna Jasiukiewicz



From: Bob Friedman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 2:31:17 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bob Friedman



From: Kathryn Sonenshine
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 2:50:13 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
HIGHLY VALUE the PUBLIC lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational
experiences, the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan FALLS SHORT ON PROTECTING THE PUBLIC VALUES, AND IT GOES IN THE
WRONG DIRECTION WITH ITS PROPOSAL TO INCREASE CLEARCUT LOGGING AND REDUCE STREAM
PROTECTIONS!!!

Instead, your PLAN SHOULD PROTECT ALL REMAINING MATURE AND OLD-GROWTH FORESTS,
MAINTAIN EXISTING STREAMSIDE BUFFERS, AND FOCUS ON RESTORING FORESTS AND WATERSHEDS
DEGRADED FROM PAST LOGGING AND ROAD BUILDING!!!

IMPORTANT REASONS FOR focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests:

*will KEEP OUR DRINKING WATER CLEAN!!*PROTECT: important habitat for salmon and other
threatened species!
**STORE CARBON TO MITIGATE CLIMATE CHANGE!!!
*protect recreation opportunities now and in the future!
*And reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  PROTECTING FORESTS OVER 80 YEARS OLD FROM LOGGING!!! Most forests over 80 years old have
never been logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. THESE FORESTS PROVIDE:
essential habitat for wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate
the effects of climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and ***INSTEAD EMPHASIZE THINNING IN YOUNG STANDS!! ***THIS ALSO HELPS TO
DECREASE THE HIGH HEAT FOREST FIRES!!
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western



Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Sonenshine



From: B Thomas Diener
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 2:58:51 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



 



From: Kate Kenner
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:11:03 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kate Kenner



From: joos branders
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:14:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



joos branders



From: gene blick
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:15:26 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



gene blick



From: Donna Harris
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:19:07 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Donna Harris



From: Alicja Nichols
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:19:35 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Alicja Nichols



From: Adrian Shiva
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:27:26 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Adrian Shiva



From: KATHRYN HEALEY
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:29:53 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



KATHRYN HEALEY



From: John Barger
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 3:49:00 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



John Barger



From: Elaine Hultengren
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:08:50 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Elaine Hultengren



From: Cathleen Corlett
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:14:38 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Cathleen Corlett



From: James Mulcare
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:17:20 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



James Mulcare



From: Julie O"Rielly
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:19:29 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Julie O'Rielly



From: Christeen Anderson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:37:56 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Christeen Anderson



From: Constance Garcia-Barrio
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:53:47 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Constance Garcia-Barrio



From: Constance Garcia-Barrio
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 4:54:11 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Constance Garcia-Barrio



From: Ken Goldsmith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:03:22 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ken Goldsmith



From: Janet Robinson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:04:17 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Janet Robinson



From: Don McKelvey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:10:15 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Don McKelvey



From: Jeffrey Stone
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:32:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jeffrey Stone



From: DEBORAH SMITH
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:36:34 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



DEBORAH SMITH



From: Julien Kaven Parcou
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:52:34 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Julien Kaven Parcou



From: Barbara Manildi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:00:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Barbara Manildi



From: Elizabeth Guthrie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:07:21 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Elizabeth Guthrie



From: Chenise Crockett
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:18:13 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Chenise

Chenise Crockett



From: Jan Modjeski
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:32:54 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jan Modjeski



From: Joanne Wagner
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:36:59 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Joanne Wagner



From: Crystal White
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:57:04 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Crystal White



From: Brad Nahill
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:59:06 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Brad Nahill



From: Caitlin Williams
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:22:05 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Caitlin Williams



From: Jeramy Butzen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:27:24 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jeramy Butzen



From: dorinda kelley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:43:30 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



dorinda kelley



From: Deborah Dahlgren
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 7:45:35 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Deborah Dahlgren



From: D. Singer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 8:04:16 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



D. Singer



From: J Stufflebeam
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 8:12:06 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



J Stufflebeam



From: Ashley Mitchell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 8:47:10 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ashley Mitchell



From: Janice Banks
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:33:25 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Janice Banks



From: Coleen Pidgeon
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:29:29 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Coleen Pidgeon



From: andreas vlasiadis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:23:05 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



andreas vlasiadis



From: Fran Fulwiler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:27:20 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Fran Fulwiler



From: Bonnie Faith-Smith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:33:25 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bonnie Faith-Smith



From: Colleen Lobel
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:35:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Colleen Lobel



From: Eve Saglietto
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:55:37 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Eve Saglietto



From: John Hill
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:24:02 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



John Hill



From: Erin ely
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:35:53 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Erin ely



From: D P
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:06:42 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



D P



From: Jonathan Chu
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:20:51 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jonathan Chu



From: Inge Bjorkman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:37:03 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Inge Bjorkman



From: Annie Wei
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 2:31:13 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Annie Wei



From: Christopher Panayi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 3:23:26 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Christopher Panayi



From: Isabel Cervera
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 3:41:50 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Isabel Cervera



From: Corrina Parker
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 4:32:28 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Corrina Parker



From: Gerry Paulsen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 5:26:23 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gerry Paulsen



From: Hal Trufan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 6:20:37 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Hal Trufan



From: Angela Brooke-Ward
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 7:26:09 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon.  The
public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences, the clean
water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Angela Brooke-Ward

Angela Brooke-Ward



From: joann wonders
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 8:21:28 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



joann wonders



From: Elizabeth Jackson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:44:28 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Elizabeth Jackson



From: Jan Garen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:57:40 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jan Garen



From: Douglas Schultz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 10:07:55 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Douglas Schultz



From: Heather Winkelman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 10:11:11 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Heather Winkelman



From: Brenna Burke
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 10:42:07 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Brenna Burke



From: Arran Robertson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 10:52:12 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Arran Robertson



From: Connie Dunn
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 11:30:39 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Connie Dunn



From: janet forman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 11:37:57 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



janet forman



From: Gayla Barrows
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:11:16 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gayla Barrows



From: Fauna-June Fauth
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:35:00 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Fauna-June Fauth



From: Dolores Bulletset
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 12:54:04 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dolores Bulletset



From: bronwen evans
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:28:46 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



bronwen evans



From: bronwen evans
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:29:00 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



bronwen evans



From: Bill Bold
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:29:52 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bill Bold



From: Heidi Kristin Weiss
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 2:17:48 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Heidi Kristin Weiss



From: Holly Bachman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 2:43:11 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Holly Bachman



From: Eduardo Campos
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 2:59:44 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Eduardo Campos



From: Andrew Harvey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 3:29:55 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Andrew Harvey



From: Holly Grigg
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 5:58:47 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Stop killing our
environment!

Sincerely,



Holly Grigg



From: Dennis Davie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 6:00:12 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dennis Davie



From: Doug Butler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 7:31:23 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Doug Butler



From: Erik Fernandez
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 8:47:42 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Erik Fernandez



From: Beccy Kirk
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 9:19:54 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Beccy Kirk



From: Diane Craig
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 12:04:12 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Diane Craig



From: Joanie Beldin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 8:10:06 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Joanie Beldin



From: Bo Dhi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 10:20:34 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bo Dhi



From: Flora Pino García
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 10:39:58 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Flora Pino García



From: Emil Gerth
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 10:44:49 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Emil Gerth



From: Katie Whiler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 12:56:51 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Katie Whiler



From: Carly Steel
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 12:59:02 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carly Steel



From: Ann Littlewood
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 1:04:13 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ann Littlewood



From: Edward Winter
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 1:25:04 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Edward Winter



From: Claudia correia
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 03, 2015 1:53:30 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Claudia correia



From: Janice Banks
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 04, 2015 12:18:41 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Janice Banks



From: eben futral
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 04, 2015 9:43:30 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



eben futral



From: H.J. Roozendaal
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 04, 2015 11:40:42 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



H.J. Roozendaal



From: Darren Woolsey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 04, 2015 12:42:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Darren Woolsey



From: Bruce Abbott
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 04, 2015 2:46:30 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bruce Abbott



From: Bartlomiej Tomczak
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 04, 2015 3:16:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bartlomiej Tomczak



From: Ilana Sophia
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 04, 2015 10:19:48 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ilana Sophia



From: Camilla Torsander
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Sunday, July 05, 2015 9:38:41 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Camilla Torsander



From: Astrid, Theo, Jonathan, Julius Keup
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Sunday, July 05, 2015 9:50:54 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Astrid, Theo, Jonathan, Julius Keup



From: doug krause
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Sunday, July 05, 2015 7:41:53 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



doug krause



From: Anne Dryad
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Monday, July 06, 2015 10:31:13 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Anne Dryad



From: Gudrun Dennis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Monday, July 06, 2015 12:14:45 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gudrun Dennis



From: Ernest O"Byrne
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 9:21:31 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

The draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with its proposal
to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections. In this day of greater and greater
knowledge about the dangers of ignoring the negative impacts of such practices, we should be moving
toward MORE protection, not LESS.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.



Sincerely,

Ernest O'Byrne



From: Dennis Morley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 10:56:42 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dennis Morley



From: Alanna Pass
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 12:08:05 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Alanna Pass



From: Esther Juhl
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 12:22:19 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Esther Juhl



From: Dan Sherwood
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 8:12:01 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dan Sherwood



From: John Anderson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 10:13:47 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



John Anderson



From: Christine Roeffen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 11:25:14 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Christine Roeffen



From: Kelly Tanguay
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 3:43:48 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kelly Tanguay



From: Diane Dulken
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Thursday, July 09, 2015 8:27:25 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Diane Dulken



From: Diane Beaulaurier
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 4:06:44 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Diane Beaulaurier



From: Holly Grigg
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 6:01:13 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Holly Grigg



From: Kathy Taylor
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 7:31:37 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kathy Taylor



From: Gabriel rahe
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 9:58:36 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gabriel rahe



From: Elizabeth Stenovich
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 11, 2015 6:47:27 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Elizabeth Stenovich



From: Caroline Luley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Saturday, July 11, 2015 10:15:38 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Caroline Luley



From: James Tillotson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Sunday, July 12, 2015 7:22:29 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



James Tillotson



From: Andrew Nemec
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Monday, July 13, 2015 12:15:46 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Andrew Nemec



From: Jim Adams
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Monday, July 13, 2015 2:55:33 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jim Adams



From: K Gessert
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 12:26:03 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



K Gessert



From: K Gessert
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 12:26:06 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



K Gessert



From: Ginamarie Colorio
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 6:16:21 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ginamarie Colorio



From: Joyce Overton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 6:18:17 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Joyce Overton



From: Kathy Jacobs
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 6:25:53 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kathy Jacobs



From: john ritter
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 6:29:41 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



john ritter



From: Chris Meurer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 6:42:25 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Chris Meurer



From: Barbara Bartschi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 6:43:38 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Barbara Bartschi



From: Janet Maker
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 6:48:21 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Janet Maker



From: kathryn osborn
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 6:55:51 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely, Kathryn Osborn



kathryn osborn



From: Kerstin Britz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 6:59:22 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kerstin Britz



From: Carol Jefferies
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 7:06:49 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Carol Jefferies



From: Joanna deFelice
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 7:35:30 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Joanna deFelice



From: David White
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 7:53:14 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



David K. White



From: KATHRYN RANDALL
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 7:53:26 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



KATHRYN RANDALL



From: dogan ozkan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 8:04:20 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



dogan ozkan



From: David Oatman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 8:33:07 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



David Oatman



From: G L LeBlanc
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 9:00:20 PM

Dear BLM,

Even though i use others' words, i mean everything said throughout.

I also volunteer if you want to form a group to come up with alternate ways to fund what forest cuts
fund. Just for starters, there are: increase taxation (like California and Washington) on timber
corporations, the lottery, a check box on tax returns, a recreation tax, and that's just off the top of my
head. Oregon and the world need Oregon's forests to stay in the ground--it's just that simple. Let's
keep it that way.

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western



Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,

G L LeBlanc



From: Benjamin Mercer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 9:00:31 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Benjamin Mercer



From: Dave Willis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 9:24:01 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dave Willis



From: B Anderson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 9:38:32 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



B Anderson



From: Briton Rice
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 10:02:20 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Briton Rice



From: Evelyn Pietrowski-Ciullo
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 10:14:29 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Evelyn Pietrowski-Ciullo



From: Katherine Pedery
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 10:21:37 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Katherine Pedery



From: Ann Littlewood
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 10:40:40 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Ann Littlewood



From: Emma Spurgin Hussey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 12:29:24 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Emma Spurgin Hussey



From: eric janty
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 1:25:18 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



eric janty



From: janet forman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 3:34:15 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



janet forman



From: georgiana bisceglio
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 4:12:30 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



georgiana bisceglio



From: Kathlene Rohm
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 4:17:48 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Kathlene Rohm



From: Jessica Mitchell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 4:36:43 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Jessica Mitchell



From: Irena Franchi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 5:11:42 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Irena Franchi



From: Flora Pino García
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 5:34:23 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Flora Pino García



From: Deborah Santone
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 5:48:21 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Deborah Santone



From: Andrea LePain
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 6:16:54 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Andrea LePain



From: A Stanger
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 6:17:42 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



A Stanger



From: Judy Bensinger
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 6:36:36 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Judy Bensinger



From: David Simone
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 7:12:44 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



David Simone



From: Bob Thomas
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 7:15:40 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Bob Thomas



From: Amanda St.Martin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 7:20:36 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Amanda St.Martin



From: John Altshuler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 7:40:13 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



John Altshuler



From: David Carpenter
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 7:53:52 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



David Carpenter



From: Judith Bowman-Kreitmeyer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 8:07:14 AM

Dear BLM,

As an Oregon resident who lives on the edges of the Coastal Range, I am writing to offer my comments
on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I value the public lands managed by the
BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences, the clean water that flows from them, and
the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.



Sincerely,

Judith Bowman-Kreitmeyer



From: gerald stanford
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 9:06:20 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



gerald stanford



From: Adrienne Leverette
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 9:14:43 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Adrienne Leverette



From: Alex Marks
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 9:18:14 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Alex Marks



From: Hal Anthony
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 9:58:20 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Hal Anthony



From: Chris Lazarus
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 10:04:21 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Chris Lazarus



From: Derek Conner
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 10:07:13 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Derek Conner



From: Elizabeth Jackson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 10:32:08 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Elizabeth Jackson



From: Christopher Wrigjht
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 11:03:40 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Christopher Wrigjht



From: Heather Smith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 11:53:24 AM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Heather Smith



From: Gudrun Dennis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 12:54:09 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Gudrun Dennis



From: Dave Kind
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 1:37:29 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Dave Kind



From: janet forman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 2:02:30 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



janet forman



From: David Jaffe
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 2:24:52 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon.

This draft plan goes in the wrong direction, by proposing to increase clear cutting and reducing stream
protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,

David Jaffe



From: catherine Dorner
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 3:30:54 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



catherine Dorner



From: George kuppler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 3:40:50 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



George kuppler



From: k.l. Peterson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 4:25:42 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



k.l. Peterson



From: David Jensen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 4:38:27 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



David Jensen



From: DAVID SEXTON
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 6:13:53 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



DAVID SEXTON



From: Charissa Newell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 6:14:24 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Charissa Newell



From: Brock Roberts
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP comments
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:31:32 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



Brock Roberts



From: Karen Olsen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Draft RMP/EIS
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 8:37:41 PM

Dear BLM person,

I live in  not far from land in BLM stewardship.  My drinking water
comes from those lands so I have a personal interest in stream restoration and
protection.  And it is not only is clean drinking water at risk with the proposed
reduced stream buffers.  The riparian areas offer crucial habitat to a long list of
creatures as I am sure your biologists are well aware.  Retaining robust no harvest
stream side buffers is at the top of my list of policies that should be in your adopted
plan.

I do not think that you should be employing clear cutting in your plan.  BLM forests
are interspersed with private commercial timberland.  BLM needs to use a lighter
touch on the land in order to mitigate the effects of that commercial logging.

I moved to this area in the late 70's and was here to witness Reagan's "get out the
cut".  This area was damaged by over harvest and the BLM should be working to
repair that damage and to be sure that what they do going forward is, in fact not
fantasy, sustainable into the future, a future that includes climate change.

The BLM plan should not leave behind any of the protections of the NWFP.  Areas
that have not been cut should be left uncut for all of their environmental values. 
Surveys to identify wildlife habitat and outstanding values should continue and those
areas that qualify should be protected.

Off road vehicle use should be limited to protect habitat, wildlife, and other
recreational values.  New road construction should be minimized in consideration of
the harm roads do causing increased sedimentation and allowing easy human access
to wildlife habitat areas.

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns,

Karen Olsen



From:

Subject: forrest land
Date: Thursday, June 18, 2015 11:06:44 AM

This property belongs to the people of this country not the BLM.  I say no to cutting off target shooting
on my land!!!!!!! And further more stop illegally closing the land off.  Some of us can't enjoy our land
because you keep closing roads that we need to drive on because we are handicapped!
 
B Johnson



From: Folliard, Lee
To: BLM_OR RMPWO_Comments
Subject: Fwd: OR/WA BLM Public Comment Form - Products and Services
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 1:29:22 PM

This appears to be comments from the public on the RMPs.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: SO_Land_Office_Mail, BLM_OR <blm_or_so_land_office_mail@blm.gov>
Date: Tue, Jun 23, 2015 at 10:32 AM
Subject: Fwd: OR/WA BLM Public Comment Form - Products and Services
To: Lee Folliard <lfolliard@blm.gov>, Richard Schultz <rschultz@blm.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: mark weisbrod 
Date: Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 5:06 PM
Subject: Re: OR/WA BLM Public Comment Form - Products and Services
To: "SO_Land_Office_Mail, BLM_OR" <blm_or_so_land_office_mail@blm.gov>

Dear BLM,after having reviewed the relevant documents,i have come to the opinion
based on various factors that it is in the general public's best interests to ad0pt a
version of the A plan which sets aside the largest amount of old-growth forests and
limits the commercial extraction of timber on public lands in Oregon and the West to
the minimum to preserve wildlife values,fresh and abundant drinking water,water
unimpacted by ag runoff,and land set aside for the public enjoyment,limiting the
extractive industries as much as possible.Carbon sequestration,though an abstract
problem should be one of our priority agendas when long-range planning is
undertaken.Unfortunately wildfire mitigation has to take a limited priority as
irresponsible forest practices and man-made climate change is already baked into
the outcomes in the shorter term.Sincerely Mark Weisbrod

From: "SO_Land_Office_Mail, BLM_OR" <blm_or_so_land_office_mail@blm.gov>
To:  
Sent: Monday, June 22, 2015 3:00 PM
Subject: Re: OR/WA BLM Public Comment Form - Products and Services

if you are talking about the BLM O&C timberland in western Oregon that we manage
for the public, you would comment here.

On Sun, Jun 21, 2015 at 10:18 AM, wrote:

Requestor: mark weisbrod

Comments:
i am a disabled person who wishes to comment on the RMPS plan for



w.Oregon forests.Could you direct me to a written comments page?

-- 
_______________________________________
Lee Folliard
Branch Chief for Forest Resources and Special Status Species
Bureau of Land Management
Oregon/Washington State Office
1220 SW 3rd Ave., Portland, OR 97204
(503) 808-6077
lfolliard@blm.gov



From: Hardt, Richard
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Fwd: Trails Question
Date: Thursday, July 09, 2015 1:10:39 PM

please include as a comment on the Draft RMP/EIS for the RMPs for Western Oregon

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Luke Ruediger 
Date: Thu, Jul 9, 2015 at 11:29 AM
Subject: Re: Trails Question
To: "Hardt, Richard" <rhardt@blm.gov>, George Sexton <gs@kswild.org>
Cc: Mark Brown <m4brown@blm.gov>, RMP records
<BLM_or_rmp_records_hdgp@blm.gov>, Joseph Vaile , brodia
minter 

    First off I would like this email and your response to be a part of the official public record
and  and comment for the RMP. 
    It appears Mr. Hardt that you are missing the point. The RMP is clearly creating policy that
legitimizes user created OHV trails by designating them for OHV use. This is being done
across vast landscapes outside RMA's with the agency's proposed "limited to existing" policy.
The policy is essentially a shot in the arm to all OHV users who have been developing
unauthorized, user created trails. The message is "if you build them, the BLM will codify
your unauthorized use." It is a green light for unauthorized trail development and a loop hole
big enough to drive an OHV through. How are "existing routes" being defined? To my
knowledge the agency does not have district wide inventories on "existing user created trails?
" If you the BLM has these records I would love to see them. 
    In reality a single OHV tire track can be identified as an "existing route" and will be
practically enforced as an "open" policy. Law enforcement will have little ground to stand on,
beyond their own personal feeling that a route did not exist and therefore an OHV users is
illegally driving cross-country. We need enforceable policies that create meaningful
regulations. The "limtied to existing" policy in unworkable and shows either political bias or
naivete on behalf of the BLM. I believe the proposed management strategy outside RMAs is
more accurately protrayed as "limited to unauthorized routes", a clear reward to folks who
have impacted public resources, other public land users, and acted outside existing
regulations to build user created trails.  
    In terms of your proposed policies within RMA's most will allow OHV use and will codify
unauthroized use trails until a mangement plan is approved identifying existing routes. We
are told this will take up to five years, but Timber Mountain OHV Area has been designated
for 20 years and we still have no approved management plan or halt in unauthrozed trail
creation. The interim policy of "limited to existing" will essentially codifying unauthorized
routes until this management plan is created, this will allow trails to become more established
and harder to close, they will also continue to create more environmental impacts and user
conflicts. The history is that the BLM will then come through and call these illegitimate trails
"existing" or "historic" routes and designate their use. This is an entirely different process
than is currently established for non-motorized trail groups and the general public. Why the
disparity? Why two different standards? The RMP is clearly enabling this process to
continue, by rewarding unauthorized trail creation and use with trail designation, interim
protections to unauthorized trails in RMAs, and "limited to exisitng" policies. The BLM is
offering bad actors all the wrong incentives.



    On the flip side non-motorized groups are funding the NEPA process, dumping volunteer
hours and funds into mapping routes, flagging routes, conducting survey work, generating
grant funds, certifying volunteers to run chainsaw, cross-cuts saws, etc. They also have to
pay for insurance to run volunteer crews and other expenditures of money and volunteer
hours. OHV groups need not stand in line, need not patiently wade through NEPA, need not
pay for NEPA, need not certify volunteers.etc. The BLM again is providing all the wrong
incentives by rewarding unauthorized use.
    The BLM is also codifying existing, user created trail in a variety of ways, yet very few of
these trails meet BLM trail specs or standards for trail sustainability. Non-motorized trail
groups are required to design and engineer trails to meet stringent standards for erosion
control, trail grades, tread, etc. OHV groups simply build trails straight up slopes, in riparian
areas, across streams, through sensitive wildlife habitat, and directly through rare plant
buffers. These trail are now being validated and codified in the RMP process as "existing"
trails. 
    The question is this, if OHV groups benefit from unauthorized trail creation and often end
up getting officially recognized and designated trails in the process, then what is to stop this
same free-for-all mentality from spreading to other use groups and what would be the impact
of this expanded unauthorized use? Can non-motorized trail groups simply build
unauthorized trail and expect them be codified as "existing"? If not then can you explain the
double standard? 
    The public is trying to comment on your RMP and asking valid questions that pertain to
the RMP process and proposals. Please provide us with meaningful information. To do
otherwise is not collaborative or transparent, and only further creates tension between non-
motorized user and motorized groups who appear to be getting special treatment form the
BLM on the local and region level. The RMP has stated as a goal to reduce user conflict and
the environmental impacts associated with unauthorized trail use. How are the policies
discussed above contributing to a reduction in user conflict and environmental impacts? How
does codifying unauthorized OHV trails contribute to these goals and create a more level
plaing field for motorized and non-motorized groups? How does codifying unauthorized
trails contribute to creating a more regulated process for trail development that protects
resources and reduces conflict? These questions pertain directly to the RMP. We can only
guess that you made these policy decisions based on valid reasoning. Can you share that
reasoning with us?  
    With the comment period beginning to come to a close, I would appreciate a thorough and
timely response. Thank you, Luke 
      

On Thursday, July 9, 2015 10:27 AM, "Hardt, Richard" <rhardt@blm.gov> wrote:

Dear Mr. Sexton: if I understand your question correctly,it does not pertain the
RMPs for Western Oregon and, as such, I am not qualified to answer it. I
suggest that you direct questions regarding the East Applegate Ridge Trail
Project to the Medford District staff identified in the scoping notice. 

On Thu, Jul 9, 2015 at 10:20 AM, George Sexton  wrote:
Mr. Hardt,



If non-motorized forest visitors decide to take a page out of the playbook of
ORV advocates by forgoing the NEPA process for projects like the East
Applegate Ridge trail construction and instead just construct trails wherever
they choose, will they be treated like the trails that ORV advocates continue
to establish on BLM lands? 

I would appreciate an answer as to why non-motorized trails go through a
NEPA process whereas motorized trails are built without one and then
rewarded by an analysis process that determines whether to codify them or
not. 

There must be some reason for the disperate treatment of different user
groups. What is that reason?

I look forward to your help with this concern.

Regards,
George Sexton

On Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 1:08 PM, George Sexton  wrote:
Thanks again Mr. Hardt. 

I appreciate the response, and KS Wild will indeed submit NEPA
comments on both the RMP DEIS and the East Applegate Trail Project.

What I'm trying to get at here though is that while we are following the
rules and submitting comments, there were ORV enthusiasts out over the
3 day weekend establishing new routes through meadows, riparian
reserves and lands with wilderness characteristics. 

In other words, while non-profit conservation groups advocate for non-
motorized recreation in to federal agencies in federal planning processes,
ORV advocates seemingly have a much more effective and rewarding
strategy: they continue to establish routes without regard to NEPA, the
Federal Register, or BLM planning criteria. 

I would like to suggest that something is wrong with this picture and that
perhaps the agency is rewarding and encouraging people who are
ignoring the very advice that you have provided to me regarding utilization
of the formal NEPA commenting process as a means of influencing public
lands management. 

On Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:57 PM, Hardt, Richard <rhardt@blm.gov>
wrote:

Dear Mr. Sexton: thank you for the clarification. As explained in the Draft
RMP/EIS on p. 636, in areas allocated as "Limited" for off-highway
vehicle use, implementation-level travel planning will follow a site-



specific process for selecting a final road and trail network. The BLM will
make final route designations for the decision area in a comprehensive,
interdisciplinary Travel and Transportation Management Plan scheduled
to be completed within five years after the completion of the western
Oregon RMPs. Whether any user-created motorized trails are
designated for use will depend on that comprehensive, interdisciplinary
Travel and Transportation Management Plan scheduled to be completed
within five years after the completion of the western Oregon RMPs.

We appreciate your inquiry. BLM is happy to provide help for readers navigating the Draft
RMP/EIS. However, please note that queries that go beyond what is presented in Draft
RMP/EIS are best treated as comments on the Draft RMP/EIS. The BLM will provide answers to
substantive comments in the Proposed RMP/Final EIS.  For your convenience, below is also
information on how you can submit comments to the BLM.

Again, thank you for your interest.  

On April 24, 2015, the BLM announced the release of the Draft RMP/EIS. The comment
period is open for 90 days, until  July 23, 2015. Before including address, phone number,
email-address, or any other personal identifying information in your comments, be
advised that your entire comment, including personal identifying information, may be
made publicly available at any time. While individuals may request that the BLM
withhold personal identifying information from public view, the BLM cannot guarantee it
will be able to do so. If you wish us to withhold your personal information you must state
this prominently at the beginning of your comment. We will make all submissions from
organizations or businesses available for public disclosure in their entirety. There are
several different ways for to you to comment on the Draft RMP/EIS, including:

Mail: You can submit comments by mail to:
RMPs for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
P.O. Box 2965
Portland, Oregon 97208

Electronic mail (email):
blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov

RMP Interactive Map
You can use the RMP Interactive Map tool to submit spatially referenced comments
about places that are important to you. This new RMP Interactive Map tool will allow you
to look at the Draft RMP/EIS data; find an area of interest; and make a comment about
the Draft RMP/EIS.

On Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:32 PM, George Sexton 

 for getting back to me so quickly Mr. Hardt.

My reading of the DEIS is that the bulk of the existing ORV
routes/trails on the landscape are user created. Indeed, I am aware of
almost no BLM constructed ORV routes. The DEIS discusses the
ORV route designation criteria, which if I understand it correctly, would
be utilized to determine which user-created routes would be
designated for motorized use and which would not. 



That process looks a lot different to me then the way non-motorized
recreation is dealt with by the BLM. For instance, the East Applegate
Ridge Trail Project is currently in scoping. An EA will be written prior
to the trail being constructed. 

Whereas I think the way motorized trails are established is that the
trail proponet builds/establishes the route, and then the BLM may use
the designation criteria described in the DEIS to decide whether or not
to codify the route. I recognize that this could change if/when a ROD is
signed for the RMP Revisions.

Currently, non-motorized trails are proposed by the public go through
a NEPA process, and then are established on the landscape. See
Applegate Ridge. Whereas motorized trails are constructed (at a
much higher rate) at the whim of the proponent. Then the BLM
decided whether to codify them or not. To me, that doesn't look like a
fair deal. How about not codifying any user-built ORV routes and
instead having motorized trails go through the same NEPA process as
everyone else?

Thanks again,
George Sexton

On Mon, Jul 6, 2015 at 12:19 PM, Hardt, Richard <rhardt@blm.gov>
wrote:

Mr. Sexton: I am the Interdisciplinary Team Leader for the RMPs for
Western Oregon. Mark Brown is not in the office. In his absence, I
will attempt to address your question, at least to the extent it relates
to the RMPs for Western Oregon. First, I need help understanding
what you mean by "proposals to grandfather/codify hundreds of
miles of ORV trails." Could you please elaborate on which proposals
you are referencing? 

From: George Sexton 
 6, 2015 at 11:54:40 AM MDT

To: "Brown, Mark" <m4brown@blm.gov>
Subject: Trails Question

Good morning Mark,

I'm hoping you had rejuvinating holiday weekend.



Wanted your thoughts on something. I'm looking at this
scoping notice for the East Applegate Ridge Trail Project
that would leverage volunteer work from the Applegate
Trails Association to construct 6 miles of non-motorized
trail on BLM lands after completing and EA:

http://www.blm.gov/or/districts/medford/plans/files/ARTscoping.pdf

I'd contrast this NEPA effort with the proposals to
grandfather/codify hundreds of miles of ORV trails, many
in riparian habit, that were created without the benefit of
an NEPA analysis. 

So I guess my question is, why is there apparently one
set of rules for non-motorized users and a different set of
rules for ORV enthusiasts? 

Any advice here would be appreciated. 

Thanks in advance,
George Sexton

-- 
________________________________

Richard Hardt
Interdisciplinary Team Leader
RMPs for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
(541) 683-6690

-- 
________________________________

Richard Hardt
Interdisciplinary Team Leader
RMPs for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
(541) 683-6690



-- 
________________________________

Richard Hardt
Interdisciplinary Team Leader
RMPs for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
(541) 683-6690

-- 
________________________________

Richard Hardt
Interdisciplinary Team Leader
RMPs for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
(541) 683-6690



From: Joanie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Grandmothers Grove vs BLM designation
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 2:11:33 PM

  I’m glad to read that the Grandmothers Grove is on the potential ACEC list. II think
this is a valuable area to protect, to quote the EIS, “Low elevation, unmanaged
mature and late successional forest providing interior habitats...Unique location
above and/or proximity to the valley floor.” This beautiful, pristine place near Crow
is also valuable as wildlife habitat and for environmental education.

    It’s very important for students and other visitors to be able to come to this place
where natural ecological processes and only natural ecological processes are at
work. Here they can see 300 to 400-year-old Douglas firs, and old western red
cedars and western hemlocks,impressive snags, nurse trees, a diverse understory,
and habitat suitable for spotted owl and marbled murrelet. If people want to see
managed forests and groomed forest remnants in parks, there are many examples
nearby. 

      It’s very important for students and other visitors to be able to come to this
place where natural ecological processes and only natural ecological processes are at
work. Here they can see 300 to 400-year-old Douglas firs, and old western red
cedars and western hemlocks,impressive snags, nurse trees, a diverse understory,
and habitat suitable for spotted owl and marbled murrelet. If people want to see
managed forests and groomed forest remnants in parks, there are many examples
nearby. But this small, beautiful forest is one of the oldest stands of old growth in
the Coast Range, close to Eugene. To quote the E.I.S. once again, “Low elevation,
unmanaged mature and late successional forest providing interior habitats...Unique
location above and/or proximity to the valley floor.” Please leave this forest alone, to
follow its own “natural processes” and to awe and fascinate students and other
visitors. This will be a gift to Lane County students and other residents now and for
generations to come,.The Grandmothers Grove is only 63 acres. Surely wood can
come from somewhere else. For the Grandmothers Grove, please change the
"Yes_a" designation in Alternatives C and D to "No_a" , or simply Yes in
all alternatives, A, B, C, and D. This way it would not be cut no matter
what the alternative.
  Thus small, beautiful forest is one of the oldest stands of old growth in the Coast
Range, close to Eugene. To quote the E.I.S. once again, “Low elevation, unmanaged
mature and late successional forest providing interior habitats...Unique location
above and/or proximity to the valley floor.” Please leave this forest alone, to follow
its own “natural processes” and to awe and fascinate students and other visitors.
This will be a gift to Lane County students and other residents now and for
generations to come,.The Grandmothers Grove is only 63 acres. Surely wood can
come from somewhere else. For the Grandmothers Grove, please change the
"Yes_a" designation in Alternatives C and D to "No_a" , or simply Yes in
all alternatives, A, B, C, and D. This way it would not be cut no matter
what the alternative.

Thank you for considering public testimony.
 Joan Kleban & Cary Thompson
 
 



From: Joseph Vaile
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: I urge you to protect BLM lands
Date: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 4:00:59 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Joseph Vaile



From: Amy Campbell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: I"m contacting you regarding my interest in riding downhill trails at wildcat creek. I enjoy riding this more

challenging downhill terrain. I would like to see these trails remain as downhill trails and added as a regional
area please.

Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 2:47:20 PM

Thank you,

Amy Campbell



From: Bobby Blake
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: land closure for target practice
Date: Thursday, June 18, 2015 2:06:24 PM

I would like to voice my strong opposition to the proposed closure of
BLM land to target practicing. This is the only place I have to target
practice, and I believe that any closure will effect that. I also
believe this would just be the tip of the iceburg, if we let that slide,
you would end up closing everything. Am I wrong, that the public owns
these lands, and are only managed by the BLM? It is time that the public
have control.

Sincerely,

Bobby J. Blake



From: alice orsini
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Logging old growth timber
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 5:19:23 PM

Sirs: Please note that successful re-education and re-training programs of humans
can be accomplished within 4 years but to achieve the size of our old growth forests
requires centuries. These trees and their environments clean the air and water, hold
the water and soil, provide safe habitats for numerous life forms including humans.
The author Ursula LeGuin has a novel called "The Word For World Is Forest" which
encompasses the idea of an ideal mode of long range planning to live on our planet.
The Sierra Club has identified the world's most immediately threatening ecological
problem as human over-population. This manifests as destruction and damaging of
our environment; one major aspect is the deforestration of the world. While you and
your children may live well now and be able to breath the air, if these dangerous
public programs focus on money first and conservation last, your great
grandchildren will have to live in mechanically balanced habitats secluded from the
outside world. SAVE the TREES and RIPARIAN ZONES! We have been blessed with
this Eden, let us not turn it into a waste heap.    Alice Orsini



From: John Chambers
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Date: Sunday, June 28, 2015 12:11:00 PM

Dear Sirs,
 
What I don’t understand is how you can plan to defeat yourselves.  Your
Resource Management Plan says on the one-hand you cannot save the Spotted Owl
and then on the other seems to say, “since we can’t do that, we are not going
to allow anything else to be done either – so there!”
 
Please, stop planning and do what the law says.  Harvest these lands on a
sustained yield basis.  You were very successful at that in the past.  Please
revisit your successes.
 
John Chambers

 



From: andy
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Date: Thursday, June 18, 2015 10:30:00 AM

Yet another way to try to disarm the law bidding citizen.  ''[l.



From: Dennis Veatch
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: More mountain biking support desired
Date: Saturday, June 13, 2015 10:33:30 PM

I wanted to write and say how much I've appreciated the recreation opportunities
you've provided on your lands. Sandy Ridge. Alsea Falls, and hopefully more soon.
Please consider mountain biking high on the budgetary priority list when figuring out
the recreating opportunities on your land in the future.

Dennis Veatch 
   



From: Jason Matusow
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Mountain bike single track development - Regional Management Plan
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:26:00 PM

Hello –
 
I’m writing to advocate for greater development of mountain bike trails as part of the BLM Western
Oregon Regional Management Plan. Volume 2, Chapter three provides interesting insight into the
process by which you are evaluating how to best balance the needs of diverse interests. I am a
resident of Portland and was interested to see the correlation between the population of the
Portland/Salem corridor and its preference for non-motorized recreation with an emphasis on
mountain biking. The mountain biking community has demonstrated a willingness to invest
volunteer hours and good trail stewardship at the Sandy Ridge development as well as through the
sustained efforts of the Northwest Trail Alliance and related associations. Yet even with these
efforts, there remains a relatively limited number of single track options within a 90min drive
(depending on where in the greater Portland area you live). Rather than having hundreds of
thousands of riders per year at a single location (as is happening now with Sandy Ridge), it would be
preferable to provide both a diversity of experience for the riders but also the opportunity of the
economic impact from those riders in communities that surround Portland. Mountain biker
demographics show that the community tends to be male between the ages of 25 and 45 with
>$70K/yr income according to various economic impact studies.
 
I hope that your experts are working with the International Mountain Biking Association as well as
advocacy groups such as the Northwest Trail Alliance to take into account both the needs of the
mountain biking community but also to ask of the community what we can do to support the BLM as
you develop land use plans that include mountain biking trails.
 
Thank you for your consideration,
 
Jason Matusow



From: jason renfrow
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Mountain bike trails
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 8:18:47 PM

Please do what you can to add more single track mountain biking trails
Sent from my iPhone



From: Julie Koeberle
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: mountain biking and RMP
Date: Monday, May 18, 2015 5:57:48 PM

Hello!

I would just like to chime in with a short note and first say, "THANK YOU" for:

1. Sandy Ridge and the Alsea Falls riding areas and
2. Allowing us to have public commentary

So, you can see where I'm going with this. Please, please, please, keep up the AMAZING work that you
have done to allow mountain biking. Wow. These areas are just really something to write home about. I
live in Portland and just feel starved for riding areas close to home. The city of Portland has property
that could have such great trails for mountain bikes yet it is just too political for them to seem to care.
Sigh.

Thanks for all that you do. I too work for the gov and it can be a challenge to balance the needs of the
community while dodging bureaucracy. However, I definitely recharge while riding some of the great
PNW trails that are (unfortunately) at least an hour one way.

Thanks for listening!

Julie



From: Adrien Bird
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Mountain Biking
Date: Saturday, May 16, 2015 8:23:34 AM

I believe BLM should put aside more land for mountain biking or offroad cycling.
Portland residents including myself have very little options for mountain biking as
Forest Park is becoming more and more limited. The closest trail center that has
trails for everyobe to ride is atleast an hour away.

I also think that our forests and the habitats of all species should be protected fully
when using their habitats. 
Lets face it. These forests are their home and have been since the beginning of
time. Just because humans are conscious beings doesnt mean we cant mitigate
harm and impact on their ecosystems.



From: herman pahls
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Mr. Jerry Perez
Date: Monday, June 15, 2015 12:11:15 PM

I have been riding dirt bikes in Oregon for 45 years and mountain bikes for 25.
I have been living in  for 33 and travel the state to other riding areas.
I realize that the BLM will be making changes to its Management plan and is
accepting public comment.
I appreciate having the Blue Ridge OHV trails that the BLM has provided plus the
other riding areas in Oregon.
I am looking forward to when the Blue Ridge riding area will be restored since it has
been closed for several years due to logging.
Thanks for your efforts and the BLM for providing these recreational riding areas.

Side note;
I have dirt biked the South Fork of the Walla Walla River often since it is very scenic
and I went to college near by.
(I have no idea if this is BLM land)
Several years ago I encountered a group on horses and pulled over and shut off my
engine.
Out of curiosity I asked the  horseman how they felt about sharing the trail system
with motorized bikes.
The response shocked me.
They said these trails would not exist if it were not for dirt bikes paying for the off
road stickers to maintain the trails.
I appreciated the honesty since I have never seen an off road sticker on a horse,
hiker or mountain bike.
Dirt bikes serve a purpose after all.
Thanks
Herman Pahls



From: Andy Batt
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: MTB trails: Resource Management Plans (RMPs) for Western Oregon
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 5:52:48 PM

Resource Management Plans (RMPs) for Western 
Oregon
Just a comment for the RMP for Western Oregon—we need more world class mt. 
bike trail systems to be built. Good trails build up local towns by bringing in riders 
from all over. The better the trails, the more people that come and the more local 
hotels, campgrounds, groceries, etc. benefit.

Trail riding organizations like IMBA do a great job of liaising with parkland managers, 
whether BLM, National Forest, State Parks, or private land managers—to create trails 
that are eco friendly and fun to ride.

thanks

-andy

Andy Batt 

 

 

 



From: Dominic Aiello
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Thursday, May 14, 2015 8:20:06 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Dominic Aiello



From: CHARLES Allen
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Thursday, May 14, 2015 8:50:13 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Chuck Allen



From: John Redfield
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Thursday, May 14, 2015 9:10:09 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

John Redfield



From: Anna Morrison
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, May 15, 2015 2:40:08 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Anna Morrison



From: Diana Saxon-Brooks
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, May 15, 2015 2:40:12 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Diana Saxon-Brooks



From: Herbert Ortis
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, May 15, 2015 2:40:14 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Herbert Ortis



From: Daniel A. Miltenberger
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, May 15, 2015 2:40:27 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Daniel A. Miltenberger



From: jim coey
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, May 15, 2015 5:10:25 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

jim coey



From: Donald Horton
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, May 15, 2015 8:10:22 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Donald A. Horton



From: Barbara Dukes
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, May 15, 2015 10:00:20 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Barbara Dukes



From: Kenneth Finney
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, May 15, 2015 1:00:29 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Finney



From: Bill Childress
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, May 16, 2015 6:40:11 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Bill Childress



From: euveda williams
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Sunday, May 17, 2015 6:10:06 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

euveda m. williams



From: Dan burke
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Monday, May 18, 2015 8:00:23 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Dan burke



From: David williams
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Monday, May 18, 2015 9:10:28 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

David williams



From: Cindi Kaneshige
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Monday, May 18, 2015 3:10:22 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Cindi Kaneshige



From: Erik Davis
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Monday, May 18, 2015 3:40:16 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Erik Davis



From: Cynthia Duke
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 10:00:32 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Much of our forest is now overgrown, many of the trees are large enough that local mills may not be
able to process them. None of us want to see the land stripped like the private industry does, But
possibly some selective harvest in the areas where the trees are large and the Salmon berry as well as
Thimble berry, Blackberry and other species are taking over. Yes we save the forest to protect species
such as the Marbled Murlet, but what are we doing the the other animals of the forest such as deer,
elk, bear, martens etc. These animals  feed on the new growth and undergrowth of the forest. There
must be a happy medium somewhere that we can all live with. I only hope we find it before another
animals life is destroyed be it a wild animal or the human family.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Duke



From: Ken Wienke
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 3:30:10 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Ken Wienke



From: Darlene Raish
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 2:40:50 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Darlene Raish



From: Andrea Humbert
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:00:29 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Andrea Humbert



From: JULIE RUSCH
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 7:20:06 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

JULIE RUSCH



From: David Larsen
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, May 23, 2015 6:56:03 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

David Larsen



From: David Kunert
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2015 8:10:07 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

David Kunert



From: Heidi wind
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 11:10:14 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Heidi M. Wind



From: Gene Brandow
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 12:50:12 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Gene Brandow



From: Courtney Kellogg
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 5:40:06 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Courtney Kellogg



From: Bryant Mac Donald
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 3:40:30 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Bryant Mac Donald



From: garret keil
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:40:26 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Garret Keil



From: Cat Lee
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 6:30:13 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

clee



From: Amanda Tirado
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 10:10:11 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Amanda N. Tirado



From: Barbara Robinson
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 2:00:11 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Barbara Robinson



From: Jeff Wimer
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 4:50:08 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Jeff Wimer



From: Diana Saxon-Brooks
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 8:40:11 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Diana Saxon-Brooks



From: Donna Bleiler
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 8:50:09 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Donna Bleiler



From: Daniel A. Miltenberger
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 9:00:10 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Daniel A. Miltenberger



From: Garrett Pieren
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 9:30:11 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Garrett Pieren



From: Darlene Raish
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Sunday, June 07, 2015 2:40:07 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Darlene Raish



From: carol wright
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Sunday, June 07, 2015 2:40:08 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

carol wright



From: Douglas Lewis
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Sunday, June 07, 2015 2:40:10 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Douglas Lewis



From: darla feil
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Sunday, June 07, 2015 9:40:11 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Darla Feil



From: brian wallace
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Sunday, June 07, 2015 8:40:10 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

brian wallace



From: deborah petersen
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, June 12, 2015 2:40:53 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Deborah j petersen



From: Debbie Ler
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, June 13, 2015 7:40:11 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

We need the forests in western Oregon what can't you understand about that.  This is our livelihood our
forests we need to have a say in Oregon and not just the Feds.  We live and work here and if more and
more is locked up we are just going to see the waste when it all burns to the ground and how does that
protect anything

Sincerely,

Debbie Ler



From: Heidi Leib
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Sunday, June 14, 2015 4:50:09 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Heidi Leib



From: Edgar Kupillas
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:50:30 AM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Edgar Kupillas



From: garl grigsby
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 6:40:12 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

I worked for 25 + years in the wood products industry and if you divide the production of the mills I
worked at by the number of employees, my work provided for my family and enough building material
for over 900 homes.  Me alone.  Now the BLM  is only concerned with it's budget and will do anything to
grow that not wood and provide jobs.  My opinion is the Forest Service and BLM are bloated
bureaucracies only concerned about their budget and they should be eliminated entirely.  We would be
better off to let the forest burn and pay people who loose property.  They don't care about Oregon, our
roads, cities and schools.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Garl S Grigsby



From: Christopher Arscott
To: BLM State Director Jerome Perez
Subject: My comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s draft Resource Management Plans for Western Oregon
Date: Thursday, May 14, 2015 8:00:12 PM

Dear BLM State Director Perez,

Really!!! This a renewable resource... Why must our county and its residents suffer?!?!?!

This letter is to express my concerns about the Bureau of Land Management's draft Resource
Management Plans for Western Oregon.  As a citizen who supports the many benefits timber
management provides our communities and forests, I believe the draft plans all take our "O&C" lands in
the wrong direction.  The BLM, with guidance from Congress, should scrap them and develop new
alternatives.

Western Oregon's O&C forests were established with a clear legal mandate.  By law, these forests are
intended to be managed under sustained-yield harvest practices for the benefit of our counties and
communities.   Though these forests are growing the equivalent of 1.2 billion board feet per year, yet
the alternatives offered by the BLM largely maintain the anemic harvest levels of the past two decades. 
In fact, the BLM's preferred plan would actually reduce allowable harvest levels and more than double
the land in late-successional reserves.  This is not balanced.

We have seen the impacts of the current approach to O&C forest management.  Environmental lawsuits
and federal bureaucracy have tied the hands of BLM staff on the ground.  As a result, our forests have
become more vulnerable to wildfire, insects and disease.  The steep decline in timber harvests has
contributed to business closures and high unemployment.  The draft Resource Management Plans do
nothing to solve these problems.

For these reasons, I do not support the BLM's draft Resource Management Plans.  It's time for
congressional action on a solution that honors the O&C Act, improves forest health and puts rural
Oregon back to work.

Sincerely,

Christopher Arscott



From: joyce schwartz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:57:41 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

joyce schwartz



From: joyce schwartz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:58:03 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

joyce schwartz



From: Audrey Elicerio
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:58:18 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Audrey Elicerio



From: Jens Hansen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:58:34 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jens Hansen



From: Jeffrey Thieret
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:59:05 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Thieret



From: Janet Chase
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:59:06 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Janet Chase



From: Gail Pearlman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:59:35 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gail Pearlman



From: David Saul
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:01:51 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

 The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs
and expanding the recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these
valuable public lands. Here are my concerns about your plans:
 Protection for streams must be improved  not removed!. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed
stream buffers by half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP.  Streamside buffers are
essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is
critical to salmon and for drinking water sources.
There is no real need for further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road
network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment
into our streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

David Saul



From: al manfred
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:02:24 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

al manfred



From: Irene Schmidt
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:03:28 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Irene Schmidt



From: Dalila OUAI
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:04:38 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dalila OUAI



From: Daniela Rossi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:04:39 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Daniela Rossi



From: Daniela Rossi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:04:42 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Daniela Rossi



From: Kate Kenner
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:06:16 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kate Kenner



From: John Brewer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:06:44 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

John Brewer



From: Catherine Krycuk
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:07:06 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Catherine Krycuk



From: karen stickney
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:07:32 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

karen stickney



From: Caren Sweet
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:08:29 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Caren Sweet



From: Anton Krycuk
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:09:16 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Anton Krycuk



From: John Lynch
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:11:47 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

John Lynch



From: Karin Lindberg
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:12:20 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Karin Lindberg



From: Doug Shipley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:12:40 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Doug Shipley



From: Jackie Tryggeseth
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:14:57 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jackie Tryggeseth



From: Christine Yee
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:15:21 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christine Yee



From: Cindy Moczarney
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:17:26 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cindy Moczarney



From: Eve Saglietto
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:19:27 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Eve Saglietto



From: Karen Wood
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:21:05 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Karen Wood



From: Denise Kobylarz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:21:25 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Denise Kobylarz



From: Christine Roeffen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:23:05 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christine Roeffen



From: Hillary Tiefer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:23:43 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Hillary Tiefer



From: Clayton Conway
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:25:22 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Clayton Conway



From: Charles Martz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:26:17 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Charles Martz



From: Dolores Darst
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:27:52 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dolores Darst



From: Amy Danielson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:28:14 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Amy Danielson



From: Jason Margulis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:31:23 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jason Margulis



From: David Waber
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:35:36 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

David Waber



From: Dennis Morley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:36:41 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dennis Morley



From: Erika Giesen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:36:45 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Erika Giesen



From: joyce robinson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:40:08 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

joyce robinson



From: Kathy Maguire
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:41:53 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kathy Maguire



From: joe collins
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:41:54 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

joe collins



From: Jon Mobley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:42:18 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jon Mobley



From: Emma Spurgin Hussey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:43:09 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Emma Spurgin Hussey



From: Alan Sasha Lithman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:44:07 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Alan Sasha Lithman



From: Ciry Null
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:44:55 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ciry Null



From: Dorothy Benson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:47:30 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Benson



From: Arthur Riding
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:47:46 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Arthur Riding



From: Amber Coverdale Sumrall
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:48:46 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Amber Coverdale Sumrall



From: Deborah Dahlgren
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:51:11 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Deborah Dahlgren



From: jeanne hayes
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:52:56 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jeanne hayes



From: John Livingston
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:54:08 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands and increase their widths. I am disappointed that the BLM
slashed stream buffers by half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside
buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean
water is critical to salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. We don't need any more roads in our forests. We
cannot even maintain the exiting ones and roads place permanent scars on our forests. Instead, the
BLM should use the existing road network and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need
more roads that deliver sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives. No clearcuts should be allowed and old growth forests should be preserved.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

John Livingston



From: Gabriela Montero
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:56:10 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gabriela Montero



From: Karen Sinclair
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:58:30 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Karen Sinclair



From: Dave Willis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:00:00 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dave Willis



From: Annette Parsons
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:02:26 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should thin the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. Clearcuts, if any, should be less than 2 acres and
intermingled with partial cuts and leave areas.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, horseback riding, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Annette Parsons



From: Janice Banks
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:02:36 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Janice Banks



From: Bonna Mettie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:03:17 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Bonna Mettie



From: Chris Jackson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:08:44 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Chris Jackson



From: Jeaneen Andretta
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:09:06 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jeaneen Andretta



From: Beth Levin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:09:33 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,
Beth Levin

Beth Levin



From: Jan McCreary
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:10:30 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jan McCreary



From: Basey Klopp
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:13:03 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Basey Klopp



From: Karen Quaritius
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:13:07 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Karen Quaritius



From: J Angell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:15:54 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

J Angell



From: Bonnie Shaffer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:17:34 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Shaffer



From: Barbara Watrous
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:18:53 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Barbara Watrous



From: Joyce Frohn
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:22:03 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Joyce Frohn



From: JENNIFER SIMBROW
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:26:24 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

JENNIFER SIMBROW



From: Amy Elepano
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:26:29 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Amy Elepano



From: Karl Koessel
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:27:45 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Karl Koessel



From: jeff hopkins
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:32:11 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jeff hopkins



From: Garry Taroli
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:32:38 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Garry Taroli



From: Anna Brewer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:41:17 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Anna Brewer



From: Dave Eye
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:42:49 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dave Eye



From: Josh Lusher
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:44:19 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Josh Lusher



From: Elizabeth Guthrie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:45:25 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Guthrie



From: doug krause
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:46:22 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

doug krause



From: George Neste
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:47:14 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

George Neste



From: Carol Thompson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:52:11 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carol Thompson



From: Jeff Stone
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:54:49 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jeff Stone



From: Jan Modjeski
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:55:20 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jan Modjeski



From: Houston Wong
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:55:33 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Houston Wong



From: Jennifer Miller
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:57:07 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Miller



From: Katja Sibakov
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:57:33 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Katja Sibakov



From: Cecile Valastro
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:06:35 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cecile Valastro



From: Barbara burghart
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:09:35 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Barbara burghart



From: Derek Gendvil
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:11:02 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,
Derek Gendvil



From: David Ross
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:14:00 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

David Ross



From: Karen Black
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:14:53 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Karen Black



From: Harry Freberg
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:19:57 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Harry Freberg



From: Ben Ruwe
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:20:26 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ben Ruwe



From: Julian Spalding
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:21:46 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Julian Spalding



From: George Sexton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:22:52 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

George Sexton



From: arnaud gremmo
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:24:21 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

arnaud gremmo



From: Eric Zakin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:24:29 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Eric Zakin



From: claudia correia
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:26:34 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

claudia correia



From: claudia correia
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:26:39 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

claudia correia



From: ELIZABETH POOLE
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:32:11 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

ELIZABETH POOLE



From: doug hutton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:33:26 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

doug hutton



From: kati tomlinson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:34:28 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

kati tomlinson



From: Ann Cobban
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:36:20 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ann Cobban



From: G Collins
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:39:57 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

G Collins



From: jack leishman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:41:41 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jack leishman



From: Christine Kleiman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:42:40 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christine Kleiman



From: Eric Peterson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:44:15 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Eric Peterson



From: Jim Goes
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:54:06 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jim Goes



From: Bonnie kuppler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:54:52 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Bonnie kuppler



From: Jerry Peavy
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:56:54 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jerry Peavy



From: Deborah Mokma
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:04:16 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Deborah Mokma



From: Jamie Harris
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:06:17 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jamie Harris



From: Andrea Good
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:12:20 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Andrea Good



From: John Altshuler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:14:48 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

John Altshuler



From: Jorge Marques
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:17:04 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jorge Marques



From: Heather Cross
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:17:55 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Heather Cross



From: HUGH LENTZ
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:19:18 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

HUGH LENTZ



From: jonnel covault
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:20:28 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

These are my favorite areas in the WORLD! Please protect the precious waters by preserving streamside
buffers! And please no more clearcutting!!

Sincerely,

jonnel covault



From: Gustavo Sandoval
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:20:33 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gustavo Sandoval



From: jennifer jensen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:23:30 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jennifer jensen



From: Don Jacobson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:24:18 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Don Jacobson



From: Christopher Kane
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:30:14 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christopher Kane



From: Gloria Picchetti
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:32:12 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gloria Picchetti



From: Danielle Tran
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:32:59 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Danielle Tran



From: Ella Reeves
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:33:27 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ella Reeves



From: Jim Reynolds
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:36:13 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jim Reynolds



From: Amitav Dash
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:38:25 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Amitav Dash



From: alisa battaglia
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:40:50 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

alisa battaglia



From: jennifer jensen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:46:29 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jennifer jensen



From: Ben Oscar Andersson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:47:00 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ben Oscar Andersson



From: Kevin Andras
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:48:37 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kevin Andras



From: Debbie Williamson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:50:21 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Debbie Williamson



From: janet forman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:50:36 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

janet forman



From: Kathleen Allan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:54:28 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Allan



From: alison helton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:59:26 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

alison helton



From: Foster Boone
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:00:09 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Foster Boone



From: Denise Lenardson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:01:43 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Denise Lenardson



From: Ann Phelps
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:13:03 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ann Phelps



From: Ann Phelps
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:13:06 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ann Phelps



From: Brigid Obluda
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:15:11 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Brigid Obluda



From: Hal Anthony
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:16:58 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Hal Anthony



From: bj hilden
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:17:05 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

bj hilden



From: Elaine Weiss
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:30:19 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

 It is a huge mistake for the BLM to take direction from those
who regard these lands as a major source of income for local governments.  The BLM should take
direction from a long and
prestigious list of scientists who recognize the natural values in the temperate forests of Oregon. 

 Please offer your local management a reading course...
that includes work by scientists such as E.O Wilson and Jane Goodall.  On a more economic/political
level.. policy could be well informed by the historical perspective of a book called Railroads and
Clearcuts.  I think it would professionalize the agency if staff across the board were open to a larger
perspective.  Clearcuts should have long ago been banned from US public lands.

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Elaine B. Weiss



From: Jen Cohen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:32:44 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jen Cohen



From: Brian Wegener
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:37:31 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Brian Wegener



From: Antonia & Andrew Chianis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:38:10 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Antonia & Andrew Chianis



From: Devon Jones
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:44:27 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Devon Jones



From: Christine Puliselic
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:44:29 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christine Puliselic



From: Jenet Johnsen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:45:07 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jenet Johnsen



From: jen ei
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:46:37 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jen ei



From: Kellie Smith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:49:08 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kellie Smith



From: James Mulcare
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:55:12 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Mulcare



From: Annemarie Prairie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:55:42 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Annemarie Prairie



From: Ken Miller
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:07:47 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ken Miller



From: fred fall
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:17:40 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

fred fall



From: J. David Scott
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:20:57 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

J. David Scott



From: Cassandra Browning
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:22:46 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cassandra Browning



From: Daniel Carolan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:31:30 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Daniel Carolan



From: Donald Hyatt
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:36:07 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Donald Hyatt



From: Jack Duggan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:37:34 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). I will be submitting
comprehensive comments but wanted to sign this KS Wild petition in support of the issues they have
identified.

The new plan will affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and
rivers managed by the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the
recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands.
Here are my concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jack Duggan



From: Debbie Thomas
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:40:40 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Debbie Thomas



From: Charles Gehr
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:45:51 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Charles Gehr



From: Kamia Taylor
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:48:14 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kamia Taylor



From: Daniel Loughran
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:55:05 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Daniel Loughran



From: anthony montapert
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:57:35 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

anthony montapert



From: Connie Lynn
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:59:54 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Connie Lynn



From: heather morton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 12:02:32 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

heather morton



From: Ken Weeks
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 12:06:03 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ken Weeks



From: Gudrun Dennis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 12:15:14 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gudrun Dennis



From: Jenny Johnson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 12:17:07 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jenny Johnson



From: heather faith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 12:17:22 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

heather faith



From: barry werbowsky
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 12:23:02 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

barry werbowsky



From: dorinda kelley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 12:37:12 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

dorinda kelley



From: Dot Fisher-Smith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 12:39:59 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dot Fisher-Smith



From: Don McKelvey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:03:51 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Don McKelvey



From: Brian P. Infalt
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:04:15 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Brian P. Infalt



From: john seeburger
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:07:25 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

john seeburger



From: Carol J. Loomis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:07:59 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carol J. Loomis



From: Christie Childs
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:23:44 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christie Childs



From: Darrel Easter
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:38:33 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Darrel Easter



From: Anna Thurman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:39:41 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Anna Thurman



From: Ellyn Sutton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:40:22 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ellyn Sutton



From: courtney stefano
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:43:02 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

courtney stefano



From: Carla Winger
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:59:37 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carla Winger



From: Elisabeth Bechmann
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 2:00:32 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Elisabeth Bechmann



From: Charlotte Sahnow
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 2:16:02 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Sahnow



From: Judi Stratton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 2:27:47 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Judi Stratton



From: Doug Lenier
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 2:33:22 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Doug Lenier



From: Barbara Parchim
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 2:46:30 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Barbara Parchim



From: Kay M
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 3:24:03 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kay M



From: June Cattell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 3:27:18 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

June Cattell



From: BEATRICE SILVESTRE
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 3:41:17 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

BEATRICE SILVESTRE



From: Diane Newll Meyer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 3:45:53 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Diane Newll Meyer



From: Esther Garvett
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 3:46:21 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Esther Garvett



From: Esther Garvett
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 3:46:31 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Esther Garvett



From: Carly Steel
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 3:57:29 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carly Steel



From: Alice Levey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 3:59:05 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Alice Levey



From: AniMae Chi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 4:16:45 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

AniMae Chi



From: cleo cami
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 4:28:19 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

cleo cami



From: Angeles Madrazo
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 4:43:07 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Angeles Madrazo



From: jan golick
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 4:45:52 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jan golick



From: Edith Montgomery
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 4:48:31 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Edith Montgomery



From: Janet Robinson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 4:57:59 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Janet Robinson



From: Gisela Gama
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 4:59:35 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gisela Gama



From: Caroline Skinner
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:19:41 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Caroline Skinner



From: Claire Perricelli
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:30:37 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Claire Perricelli



From: DEBORAH SMITH
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:33:42 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

TAKE NOTE...
Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

DEBORAH SMITH



From: Dianne Douglas
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:42:21 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dianne Douglas



From: Barbara Gibson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:08:56 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Barbara Gibson



From: Dennis Davie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:14:20 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dennis Davie



From: kate grotegut
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:58:40 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

kate grotegut



From: Alice Bowron
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:15:50 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Alice Bowron



From: Betty J. Van Wicklen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:17:05 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Betty J. Van Wicklen



From: Adriene Simmons
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:18:46 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Adriene Simmons



From: Elena Gonzalez
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:35:11 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Elena Gonzalez



From: chris bell
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 7:56:29 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

chris bell



From: Cristian Cortes Morales
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:13:58 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cristian Cortes Morales



From: Cristian Cortes Morales
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:14:10 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cristian Cortes Morales



From: Janice VrMeer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:29:47 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Janice VrMeer



From: bronwen evans
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:35:30 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

bronwen evans



From: Anita Coolidge
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 8:50:15 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Anita Coolidge



From: felicity elworthy
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:00:56 PM

To the Bureau of Land Management:

I am not a scientist, but I respect the knowledge and opinions of my better-informed neighbors, and am
strongly in favor of any protection the BLM can afford to our already compromised landscape in
Southern Oregon.

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP).

The new plan will affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and
rivers managed by the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the
recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands.
Here are my concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,
Felicity Elworthy



From: Ken Ward
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:12:12 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ken Ward



From: Gabriel Sheridan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:31:28 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gabriel Sheridan



From: Billy Angus
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:54:36 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Billy Angus



From: Bonnie Faith-Smith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:57:23 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Faith-Smith



From: Brady Rubin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 10:47:01 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Brady Rubin

,



From: Erin Lindquist
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:01:41 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Erin Lindquist



From: isabelle dantier
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:03:52 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

isabelle dantier



From: Esther Forbyn
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:36:34 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Esther Forbyn



From: anne veraldi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:40:36 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

anne veraldi



From: Evelyn Pietrowski-Ciullo
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 12:52:38 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Evelyn Pietrowski-Ciullo



From: Annie Wei
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 1:08:49 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Annie Wei



From: Juana María Valenti Fernández
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 1:23:00 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Juana María Valenti Fernández



From: Candy LeBlanc
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 2:19:20 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Candy LeBlanc



From: Isabel Cervera
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 2:28:04 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Isabel Cervera



From: Corrina Parker
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 2:42:43 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Corrina Parker



From: Heidrun Bilek
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 3:45:04 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Heidrun Bilek



From: Gabi Maschkötter
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 4:17:21 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gabi Maschkötter



From: angelika zintel
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 4:39:10 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

angelika zintel



From: Chantal Buslot
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 6:38:42 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Chantal Buslot



From: Dan Beausoleil
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 6:39:06 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,



From: Donna Hamilton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 7:07:35 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Donna Hamilton



From: Kenneth Lapointe
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 7:44:01 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Lapointe



From: franziska grasmugg
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 8:06:00 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

franziska grasmugg



From: Keith Preszler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 8:51:23 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Keith Preszler



From: Diane Taudvin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 8:58:46 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Diane Taudvin



From: daniela Kolbe
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 9:39:55 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

daniela Kolbe



From: Christopher Panayi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 10:00:39 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christopher Panayi



From: Katie T. Gomez
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 11:03:47 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Katie T. Gomez



From: Bianca Sodfried
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 11:08:47 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Bianca Sodfried



From: Craig Pritzlaff
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 11:47:41 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Craig Pritzlaff



From: Cheyenne Poole
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 12:20:13 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cheyenne Poole



From: Juliet Lamont
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 12:22:32 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Juliet Lamont



From: Anja Möller
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 23, 2015 10:20:24 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Anja Möller



From: Jeanette Holmgren
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 23, 2015 10:24:32 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jeanette Holmgren



From: Inge Stadler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 23, 2015 12:55:31 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Inge Stadler



From: Ava Collopy
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 23, 2015 1:14:25 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ava Collopy



From: Jeff Stewart
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 23, 2015 10:40:12 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jeff Stewart



From: Jon Adams
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Sunday, May 24, 2015 8:40:02 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jon Adams



From: Elke Augustine
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Sunday, May 24, 2015 10:50:19 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Elke Augustine



From: Judit Spaeth
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Sunday, May 24, 2015 1:19:10 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Judit Spaeth



From: Christopher Panayi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Sunday, May 24, 2015 3:29:16 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christopher Panayi



From: Christine Evans
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Sunday, May 24, 2015 7:26:54 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christine Evans



From: Janelle Pollock
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, May 25, 2015 1:50:17 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Janelle Pollock



From: Judy Krach
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, May 25, 2015 5:47:06 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Judy Krach



From: Constance Franklin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, May 25, 2015 6:49:46 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Constance Franklin



From: Chris Hammond
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, May 25, 2015 8:28:24 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Hammond

Chris Hammond



From: Elma Tassi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, May 25, 2015 9:13:47 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Elma Tassi



From: Elma Tassi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, May 25, 2015 9:14:01 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Elma Tassi



From: Carol Savonen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, May 25, 2015 11:05:35 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carol Savonen



From: Karl Stolk
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, May 25, 2015 11:34:32 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Karl Stolk



From: Denise Lytle
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, May 25, 2015 3:36:23 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Denise Lytle



From: Emily Shannon
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, May 25, 2015 7:18:35 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Emily Shannon



From: Janiece Staton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 7:47:13 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Janiece Staton



From: Kasey Rolih
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 9:08:17 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kasey Rolih



From: Chad Derosier
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 11:08:31 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Chad Derosier



From: Karin Abraham
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 1:27:50 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Karin Abraham



From: Katherine Head
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 4:36:37 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Katherine Head



From: Christine Stewart
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 6:20:15 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christine Stewart



From: Erin Kelly
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2015 12:50:14 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Erin Kelly



From: Carole Bégin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2015 4:23:31 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carole Bégin



From: Ewa Piasecka
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2015 5:46:23 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ewa Piasecka



From: Daniela Bress
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 28, 2015 7:24:21 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Daniela Bress



From: Barbara and Brian Comnes
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 28, 2015 10:59:34 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts like the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the past and planted
with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of outdoor activities that are easy on the
environment.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Barbara and Brian Comnes



From: AniMae Chi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 29, 2015 6:34:36 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

AniMae Chi



From: elaine c
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 29, 2015 6:51:36 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

elaine c



From: David Tourzan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 29, 2015 8:16:40 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

My family will be directly impacted by your Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will allow
my watershed around the Applegate River to be decimated by reducing buffer zones. It also prioritizes
timber harvest over stream health. With all the local droughts and recent analyses showing high heavy
metals in most Southern Oregon streams, it is obvious that WATER IS GOING TO BE OUR GREATEST
ASSET IN COMING YEARS.  Here are my concerns about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

David Tourzan



From: Bee Siponen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 29, 2015 9:14:49 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Bee Siponen



From: Carol Bischoff
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 29, 2015 9:57:11 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carol Bischoff



From: Casey Frieder
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:22:37 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Casey Frieder



From: James Mock
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 29, 2015 7:33:01 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Mock



From: Kay M
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:01:57 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kay M



From: Katrina & William Dresbach
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:19:07 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Katrina & William Dresbach



From: Donna Mock
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 12:47:39 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Donna Mock



From: Eleonora Pavlovska
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 2:47:25 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Eleonora Pavlovska



From: Barbara Vieira
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 3:55:44 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Barbara Vieira



From: Aaron Bouchard
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 5:13:18 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Aaron Bouchard



From: Gill Brown
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 6:07:01 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gill Brown



From: Cheryl Hughes
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 6:34:02 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Hughes



From: Debbie Williams
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 10:02:16 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Debbie Williams



From: James Mulcare
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 12:54:41 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Mulcare



From: Jason Plotts
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, May 30, 2015 6:02:45 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jason Plotts



From: Diana Coogle
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Sunday, May 31, 2015 7:29:49 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Diana Coogle



From: jeff hopkins
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Sunday, May 31, 2015 5:12:45 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jeff hopkins



From: judith sadura
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, June 01, 2015 11:16:44 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

judith sadura



From: Judith Stratton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 11:31:23 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Judith Stratton



From: David Olson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 5:21:39 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

David Olson



From: Jennnifer W
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 7:41:03 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jennnifer W



From: Jennnifer W
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 7:41:05 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jennnifer W



From: Jeff Stone
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 7:45:51 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jeff Stone



From: Amy Elepano
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 7:46:10 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Amy Elepano



From: jeff hopkins
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 7:55:09 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jeff hopkins



From: Dalila OUAI
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 7:55:51 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dalila OUAI



From: John Hawksley
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 7:58:10 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

John Hawksley



From: James Mulcare
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:00:14 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Mulcare



From: James Diefenderfer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:04:50 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

James Diefenderfer



From: Kasey Rolih
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:08:50 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kasey Rolih



From: Dianne Douglas
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:16:22 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Dianne Douglas



From: claudia correia
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:23:04 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

claudia correia



From: Karen Horn
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:24:30 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Karen Horn



From: Barbara Watrous
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:26:06 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies. These roads also introduce more nonnative plant
species which are a detriment to the understory ecosystem.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,
Barbara Watrous, 

Barbara Watrous



From: Jasmine Patten
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:27:40 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jasmine Patten



From: Danielle Tran
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:37:19 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Danielle Tran



From: Ella Reeves
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:37:51 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ella Reeves



From: Carl Lorenz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:38:52 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

Do cut the hell out of burns, however. Never waist that wood.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carl Lorenz



From: Jim Goes
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:57:23 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jim Goes



From: Alison Litts
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 9:09:22 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Alison Litts



From: Gustavo Sandoval
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 9:16:34 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gustavo Sandoval



From: joyce schwartz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 9:21:44 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

joyce schwartz



From: Carol Thompson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 9:25:51 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carol Thompson



From: Basey Klopp
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 9:27:44 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Basey Klopp



From: Debbie Thomas
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 9:35:52 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Debbie Thomas



From: Denise Lenardson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 9:40:15 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Denise Lenardson



From: Kenneth Jones
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 9:47:58 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Jones



From: Deborah Dahlgren
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 9:50:30 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Deborah Dahlgren



From: Eric Peterson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:11:52 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Eric Peterson



From: Donald Hyatt
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:12:51 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Donald Hyatt



From: Anna Jasiukiewicz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:22:39 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Anna Jasiukiewicz



From: Jackie Tryggeseth
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:30:02 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jackie Tryggeseth



From: Chad Derosier
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:33:51 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Chad Derosier



From: Carol Palmer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:36:21 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carol Palmer



From: Cindy Moczarney
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:38:22 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cindy Moczarney



From: jen ei
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:43:49 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jen ei



From: Brian P. Infalt
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:57:50 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Brian P. Infalt



From: barry werbowsky
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 12:04:21 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

barry werbowsky



From: Emma Spurgin Hussey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 12:06:11 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Emma Spurgin Hussey



From: anette stauske
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 12:18:59 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

anette stauske



From: George Neste
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 12:24:22 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

George Neste



From: Julie Ostoich
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 12:25:38 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Julie Ostoich



From: Foster Boone
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 12:31:51 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Foster Boone



From: Erin Lindquist
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 12:36:03 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Erin Lindquist



From: Caroline Skinner
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 12:40:17 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

I am writing to ask you to protect our national natural lands and to comment on the Resource
Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western
Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon
runs and expanding the recreation economy. Please protect and restore these valuable public lands.
Here are my concerns about your plans:

It is important to protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream
buffers by half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are
essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is
critical to salmon and for drinking water sources. This is a basic thing, not new science.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network,
plus remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts!! They are too damaging. Instead we should look at the thousands of
acres that were clearcut in the past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan
allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives. We need selective cutting and no cutting on steep
slopes.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests!

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on our public land.
Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs
and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please protect and restore our valuable public lands with
stewardship, not degradation.

Sincerely, C. Skinner / Portland

Caroline Skinner



From: Gudrun Dennis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 12:56:40 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gudrun Dennis



From: anthony montapert
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 1:01:53 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

anthony montapert



From: Barbara Kennedy
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 1:03:38 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Barbara Kennedy



From: Charlotte Nuessle
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 1:23:39 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Nuessle



From: Geraldine Ring
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 1:28:43 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Geraldine Ring



From: Bonna Mettie
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 2:17:36 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Bonna Mettie



From: Kate Kenner
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 3:11:47 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kate Kenner



From: Christine Sepulveda
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 3:24:43 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christine Sepulveda



From: Derek Gendvil
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 3:28:08 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,
Derek Gendvil



From: B. Thomas Diener
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 3:40:50 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

B. Thomas Diener



From: BEATRICE SILVESTRE
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 3:42:12 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

BEATRICE SILVESTRE



From: Edith Montgomery
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 3:52:12 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Edith Montgomery



From: doug krause
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 4:01:41 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

doug krause



From: Esther Garvett
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 4:51:10 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Esther Garvett



From: Brian armer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 4:55:10 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Brian armer



From: Esther Garvett
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 6:04:40 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Esther Garvett



From: Cristian Cortes Morales
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 6:09:19 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cristian Cortes Morales



From: Cristian Cortes Morales
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 6:09:24 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cristian Cortes Morales



From: Heather Lewis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 6:29:30 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Heather Lewis



From: John Varga
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 6:45:14 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

John Varga



From: Billy Angus
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 7:13:36 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Billy Angus



From: Daniela Rossi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 7:34:17 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Daniela Rossi



From: Angeles Madrazo
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 8:17:31 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Angeles Madrazo



From: Kenneth Lapointe
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 9:29:53 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Lapointe



From: jennifer jensen
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 9:45:12 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

jennifer jensen



From: anne veraldi
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:00:21 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

anne veraldi



From: Glyn Deputy
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 03, 2015 10:16:36 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Glyn Deputy



From: Clayton Conway
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 1:38:02 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Clayton Conway



From: Donna Hamilton
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 3:19:13 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Donna Hamilton



From: Fran Watson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 6:57:53 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Fran Watson



From: Carol McCutcheon
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 7:41:04 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Carol McCutcheon



From: Gabriela Montero
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 2:15:00 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gabriela Montero



From: Annie Wei
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 2:36:48 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Annie Wei



From: Karen Liska
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 4:33:10 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Karen Liska



From: cleo cami
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 6:18:28 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

cleo cami



From: janet forman
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, June 04, 2015 10:20:17 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

janet forman



From: gaile carr
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, June 05, 2015 1:42:01 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

gaile carr



From: Donita Lowrey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, June 05, 2015 6:26:58 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Donita Lowrey



From: fred fall
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, June 05, 2015 9:10:24 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

fred fall



From: Anna Jasiukiewicz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, June 05, 2015 2:43:59 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Anna Jasiukiewicz



From: Jeffrey Thieret
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Friday, June 05, 2015 5:31:25 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Thieret



From: Donita Lowrey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 5:42:24 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Donita Lowrey



From: Doug Butler
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 8:11:33 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Doug Butler



From: Alice Levey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 8:17:17 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Alice Levey



From: Amy Danielson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Sunday, June 07, 2015 11:31:47 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Amy Danielson



From: Kat Smith
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Sunday, June 07, 2015 9:35:21 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Kat Smith



From: Ava Collopy
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, June 08, 2015 6:52:51 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Ava Collopy



From: John Livingston
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, June 08, 2015 8:25:20 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

I love the Rogue River and its wonderful nearby forestlands. Please protect old growth forests and stop
all clearcutting.
Sincerely,

John Livingston



From: Gayla J. Gatling
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, June 08, 2015 10:10:55 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Gayla  J. Gatling



From: bronwen evans
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, June 08, 2015 9:09:44 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

bronwen evans



From: Barbara and Brian Comnes
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Tuesday, June 09, 2015 2:54:52 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The forests and rivers
managed by the BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the
recreation economy. Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands.

I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in
the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot
summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver
sediment into our streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts.There have been too many already. Clear cuts followed with plantations
and slash piles create conditions that help create intense forest fires, aside from degrading the
environment.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities.

I urge you to use this opportunity to preserve and create recreational opportunities.  Recreation on BLM
forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should promote hiking, boating, photography, bird-
watching and many other forms of such outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Barbara and Brian Comnes



From: Denise Lytle
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Tuesday, June 09, 2015 8:16:20 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Denise Lytle



From: joann butkus
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2015 2:07:19 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

joann butkus



From: Cassandra Browning
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2015 12:05:17 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Cassandra Browning



From: Bruce C Dubey
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2015 5:12:20 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Bruce C Dubey



From: Camilla Torsander
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, June 11, 2015 5:58:50 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Camilla Torsander



From: Chris Hammond
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, June 13, 2015 7:22:41 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Chris Hammond

Chris Hammond



From: Erika Somlai
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Monday, June 22, 2015 1:16:14 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Erika Somlai



From: Hal Trufan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 4:11:40 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Hal Trufan



From: Christopher Pond
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Sunday, June 28, 2015 1:17:53 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Christopher Pond



From: Geraldine Ring
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 5:15:21 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Geraldine Ring



From: eben futral
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Saturday, July 04, 2015 9:50:13 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

eben futral



From: Karen Dwyer
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 3:02:38 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Karen Dwyer



From: Jonathan Shaw
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 3:27:33 PM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Shaw



From: Heron Brae
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Sunday, July 12, 2015 11:42:35 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streamside buffers are essential to shade
waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to salmon
and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Heron Brae



From: Julie Schampel
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plan must protect forests, rivers, and wildlife
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 5:56:32 AM

To the Bureau of Lands Management:

Thank you for the chance to comment on the Resource Management Plan (RMP). The new plan will
affect the future of 2.6 million acres of land in western Oregon. The forests and rivers managed by the
BLM are essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and expanding the recreation economy.
Please take this opportunity to protect and restore these valuable public lands. Here are my concerns
about your plans:

Please protect stream buffers on these lands. I am disappointed that the BLM slashed stream buffers by
half in nearly all the alternatives proposed in the RMP. Streams Streamside buffers are essential to
shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months—cool, clean water is critical to
salmon and for drinking water sources.

The plan would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

We don’t need more clearcuts, instead we should think the thousands of acres that were clearcut in the
past and planted with dense young tree plantations. The BLM plan allows clearcutting under most of the
alternatives.

The BLM should protect all mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work that
could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

I urge you to protect the opportunity for people to explore the great outdoors on public land. Recreation
on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should elevate hiking, boating,
photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Thank you for your attention to my comments. The forests and rivers managed by the BLM are
essential to clean drinking water, native salmon runs and Oregon's growing recreation economy. Please
take this opportunity to protect and restore our valuable public lands.

Sincerely,

Julie Schampel



From: alan stein
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: NO CLEARCUTS on public land
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:41:29 PM

Dear BLM,

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for western Oregon. I
value the public lands managed by the BLM for many reasons – the nearby recreational experiences,
the clean water that flows from them, and the habitat they provide for fish and wildlife.

It seems like the draft plan falls short on protecting public values, and goes in the wrong direction with
its proposal to increase clearcut logging and reduce stream protections.

Instead, your plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forests, maintain existing
streamside buffers, and focus on restoring forests and watersheds degraded from past logging and road
building. Focusing on protecting and restoring BLM forests will keep our drinking water clean, protect
important habitat for salmon and other threatened species, store carbon to mitigate climate change,
protect recreation opportunities now and in the future, and reduce controversy over land management.

More specifically, as you develop your final plan, please adopt elements of different Alternatives that
include:

-  Protecting forests over 80 years old from logging. Most forests over 80 years old have never been
logged, and there is no ecological reason to log them now. These forests provide essential habitat for
wildlife in a fragmented landscape, and are the best way to store carbon to mitigate the effects of
climate change.
-  Eliminating the focus on clearcutting – such as in the “high intensity” or “medium intensity” harvest
areas – and emphasize thinning in young stands instead.
-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current Northwest Forest
Plan. Reducing stream buffer widths by half, and no-logging buffers by even more, will harm terrestrial
wildlife species and water quality.
-  Protecting all proposed Lands with Wilderness Characteristics, ACECs, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. These
areas are important for recreation, natural processes, scenic beauty, and western Oregon’s quality of
life. All eligible special areas should be protected.
-  Placing more emphasis on non-motorized and quiet recreation. Non-motorized recreation is by far the
biggest use of BLM lands, but OHVs are allowed in many designated recreation areas, adding to user
conflicts. Please ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from noise
and OHV intrusion.
-  Retaining all the protective standards & guidelines of the Northwest Forest Plan including the Survey
& Manage program. This program was put in place under the Northwest Forest Plan to protect rare
plants and animals because the BLM’s Special Status Species policy wasn’t working.
-  Focusing on restoring watersheds, dense young plantations, and fire-adapted ecosystems. After
decades of clearcut logging and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are just starting to
recover. Let’s keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices that left us with threatened
species and a scarred landscape.
-  Reducing, not increasing, road impacts. There are already over 14,000 miles of roads on western
Oregon BLM lands, and some alternatives would add up to 800 new miles. We should be looking to
reduce the road system and the fragmentation and sedimentation it causes for wildlife habitat and
watersheds.

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process. Please keep me
informed.

Sincerely,



alan stein



From: Byron Rendar
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: O &C plans
Date: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 1:26:19 PM

Dear BLM, 

 I am writing to offer my comments on the draft Resource Management Plans for
western Oregon. The proposals devalue recreation, clean water, and forest habitat in
favor of increased logging.  In addition they will increase the amount of carbon in
the atmosphere.

Over and over in your plan you say new scientific information requires this plan.  I
don't understand how the continuing decline of fish runs, the threats to the spotted
owl and marbled murrelet, global warming, and degradation to streams and forests
leads you to advocate more logging in the interest of science.

Or could it be that you state you want to provide more logging jobs.  I especially
don't understand your time periods - by 80 or a 100 years from now it will be too
late to correct your projections of healthier forests.  And I don't understand your
explanation for how reducing stream buffers keeps water cool - what model are you
using?

You plan should protect all remaining mature and old-growth forest.  It should focus
on restoration - tree farms are as far removed from a forest as a nursery is to
wildflowers.

Native fish are in decline due to loss of habitat and increases in water temperature. 
Reducing stream buffers will only hasten their decline.  I don't understand how your
analysis shows that reducing stream buffers will not negatively impact fish.

Studies show that mature trees store carbon better than young, fast-growing trees. 
Your plan will increase global warming.

Your use of different time frames for achieving results hides what you plan to do. 
Plants and animals may not have time to recover from short-term logging.

Whatever plan you adopt should

-  Protect forests over 80 years old from logging and keep current roadless areas
roadless.

-  Eliminate the focus on clearcuts and focus on forest health and thinning.

-  Maintaining strong stream protections and restoration standards under the current
Northwest Forest Plan. 

-  Protect all wilderness study areas and lands with wilderness potential, areas of
fragile environmental characteristics, and Wild & Scenic Rivers. 

-  Ensure that the fastest growing uses of BLM recreation areas are protected from
noise and OHV intrusion.  



-  Without the survey and management standards and guidelines of the Northwest
Forest Plan you will not know what happens to species under the plan you adopt. 
Plants and animals could go extinct more quickly and we will never know.
 
- After decades of overcutting and fire suppression, our forests and watersheds are
just starting to recover.  Keep the focus on restoration, not returning to practices
that left us with threatened species and a scarred landscape.

- Reduce the road system.  Creating new roads puts silt and debris into streams and
fragments forests.  You already have over 14,000 miles of roads on western Oregon
BLM lands. many of them deteriorating. and some alternatives would add up to 800
new miles. 

Thank you for considering my comments as you move forward with this process.
Please keep me informed. 

Sincerely,

Byron Rendar



From: Jerry King
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Oregon Resource Management Plan
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 11:27:47 AM

Dear BLM,

I want to address the the Oregon Resource Management Plan for timber harvest
levels.

When annual growth rates for timber are nearly 5 times what is proposed as an
annual harvest amount it is clear more timber harvest is called for.  The NW Forest
Plan sanctioned harvests of over 500 MBF, more than double the proposed harvest. 
I ask that the agency revise the proposed timber harvest to at least 50% of the
annual growth in timber volume.

A stable supply of timber in a suitable amount can create and maintain jobs in areas
where timber harvest is essential to the economic health of counties and the many
families that reside in these rural areas..  

The harvest amount I propose allows the more timely removal of overstocked and
diseased tree and would reduce the risk and severity of wildfires.

Please consider my comments as this important policy is written.

Regards,
Jerry King



From: chris baker
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Outdoor shooting
Date: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 10:31:10 PM

Many of us fear for the closing of shooting spots. The vast majority of shooters are very safe and
typically shoot in a quarry or a dirt backstop. 
We ask you to consider that a cigarette butt thrown from a window is more dangerous. I will be
informing my fellow shooters to be smart and safe. We love our forests as much as anyone else.

Sent from my Windows Phone



From: Frank Selker
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Preferred Recreation Alternative: D
Date: Sunday, June 14, 2015 4:39:04 PM

I wanted to write to say :
 

1.        I deeply appreciate what BLM has done for Mt. Biking.  You have created some wonderful
and extremely popular destinations in an area that is otherwise short of such options.

2.        I support your option D, which has greater recreation opportunity on BLM land.
3.        I particularly support Mt. biking as a recreation option, since that is my preferred sport and,

unlike hiking and running, few trails are available for Mt. biking.
4.        Areas of particular interest to me include:

a.       Sandy Ridge
b.      Wildcat Ridge
c.        Wilson River area along highway 6 – one of the few areas that stands up to rain and

winter, so available nearly year-round
d.      Scappoose area near Portland.  We lost much of that trail to the private landowner’s

logging, so if BLM could arrange to make something available it would be well-loved!
 
Thank you again for all you have done.  If you provide land access, Mt. bikers will build it, use it
responsibly, appreciate it, and help take care of it!
 
Yours,
 
Frank Selker

 
-------------------

 



From: Jim Steitz
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Protect and Restore Oregon BLM Forests
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:21:15 AM

As a former resident of Southwest Oregon who retains great affection for my home state, I urge the
BLM to resolve this latest attempt at Western Oregon Plan Revision in favor of conclusively protecting
these precious lands. The BLM has labored at the WOPR for years under the antiquated, illegal, immoral
pretense that its first obligation remains to produce high timber volumes for the monetary pleasure of a
narrow timber constituency. This pretense was falsified by the changing human and biological
circumstances of Southwest Oregon, and the increasingly dire ecological situation of our planet, many
years ago.

I urge BLM to write a plan, so far not envisioned in the existing Alternatives, to fully protect all surviving
ancient forests, discontinue the ecologically illiterate practice of clearcutting, preserve all remaining
roadless areas, and confine logging to genuine and scientifically informed restoration of second-growth
stands to a historically appropriate stem density. The conversion of primary forests into fiber plantations,
and the cynical designation of "fuels reduction" for clearcutting that attains no such objective, must
cease immediately. After decades of engagement by citizens who fought to timber interests to a near-
armistice line at our last remaining ancient forests, BLM very nearly resumed this biological liquidation
with prior iterations of the WOPR, and I urge you not to repeat that error.

We have already lost the vast majority of Oregon's ancient forests and many species are at the brink of
existence, unable to compromise any further with the timber companies. The existing framework of the
Northwest Forest Plan represents a minimum safety net for our biodiversity, and the WOPR must fortify
its protections to cope with the increasing human strain, not unravel it. BLM must establish a
comprehensive, overriding ecosystem restoration objective as the evaluation standard for all land
management actions. I urge BLM not to retrench into the opposite approach, further subdividing,
partitioning, and compromising away a share of what remains. This would constitute admission of failure
and surrender in any serious effort to maintain a functional forest ecosystem, leaving instead a
sprinkling of isolated protected areas of various designations, each too small and isolated from other
such islands to maintain its complement of ancient forest biodiversity.

Prior iterations of the WOPR, replicated again in some of the extant alternatives, would dispose of vast
areas of ancient forests that have survived since the adoption of the Northwest Forest Plan.  The
endorsement of clearcutting would abdicate decades of research into forest biology, which has found
that clearcutting is a crippling impairment of the nutrient cycling, soil biota, micro-climates, and
vegetation succession of old-growth forests. Proposals to shrink the buffer zones around streams, to
discontinue the NFP “Survey and Manage” indicator species are also ill-conceived, and would facilitate
cutting regimes that eliminate forever any possibility of recovering a landscape-level network of ancient
forests, keeping them on short-rotation production that excludes the majority of Oregon’s forest
vegetation and wildlife.

I urge BLM not to retrench to the dysfunctional timber habits of the 1980's and 1990's, including
inexplicable harvest volumes, regardless of economically or fiscal justification. These logging volumes
were predicated on the tissue-thin claim that these timber resources on public lands are of genuine
economic value to the country, rather than a commodity to be artificially stovepiped into a glutted
market by government-corporate collusion. A resumption of this practice fails to appreciate how deeply
and severely our forests have already been compromised beyond any reasonable point of ‘balance.’ Put
simply, the timber interests have already received far more than a fair share of our forests, and to
ransom more of these BLM forests would cut another piece from an already tiny remaining slice.

The proposed higher cutting regimes would also not balance the structurally illiquid budgets of most of
Oregon's rural counties, the ostensible rationale for either administrative or legislative efforts to increase
logging on the “O&C” lands. Nor would it force these counties to address their finances, such as by



collecting property taxes at a reasonable level. The political leaders and voters of these counties have
repeatedly refused to take appropriate responsibility for their own finances, instead claiming financial
entitlements that other local governments could never fathom, and claiming the role of perpetual victim
in a deluded history of Western public lands. Counties and towns that refuse to manage their own
finances reasonably do not deserve our precious ancient forests to be handed over as ransom, yet the
higher cut levels of most Alternatives would deliver just such a reward, while sacrificing the plants and
animals with the ultimate senior claims to these forests.

You can best maximize America's net benefit from these ecosystems by protecting all remaining old-
growth forests in Western Oregon, by keeping roads out of all remaining roadless areas, and selectively
cutting only where efficacious and appropriate to restore historic stand densities. BLM lands in Western
Oregon are riddled with second-growth forests that are already overstocked, fragmented, and degraded
by past logging. BLM could pursue ecologically sustainable and socially constructive consensus projects
that restore these forests while supplying an honest, consistent, and abundant supply of small-diameter
timber. The Forest Service has already made progress in taking these steps toward forest management
that is more appropriate to an urbanized, precarious human and natural landscape.

After so many decades of abuse, the BLM finally has both the scientific predicate and the legal
imperative to protect and restore its holdings in Western Oregon. I urge you to uphold this
responsibility, not to abandon it for a completion of the ecological war against our forests that left so
much carnage in the 1970's and 1980's. As a former resident of Ashland, I personally attest to the
national significance of the forests that historical political contingency has bestowed upon the BLM and
to Oregon's geographic borders, and which entrusted BLM with a stewardship mandate that it has often
failed. I urge you to rectify this error, and secure a future for these lands that both current and future
generations of Oregonians will be thankful for. Thank you for your attention to this urgent issue.

Jim Steitz



From: charlie sponsel
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Public comment regarding Wildcat Creek Trails near Sandy, OR
Date: Wednesday, June 17, 2015 2:42:23 PM

My name is Charlie Sponsel, and I'm a 
and I am writing to show my enthusiastic support for ongoing recreational mountain bike access on the
existing trail system at Wildcat Creek near Sandy, Oregon.

The Wildcat Creek downhill trail system is the best, most unique, most challenging trail system I've
ridden outside of the Whistler Bike Park in Canada. After the city of Portland banned bikes from River
View Natural Area, the last true mountain bike area in Portland, Wildcat has become the most critical
riding area for advanced mountain bikers in Oregon.

Wildcat is my primary training area, and I drive the hour and twenty minutes multiple times a week to
ride there. The Wildcat Creek trails have been some of the most important trails in my development as
a racer, as there are almost no other similarly challenging trails open to mountain bikers in the Portland
region. The only other trail within 2 hours of Portland that compares to the Wildcat Creek trail system is
the Raven's Ridge trail in the TIllamook State Forest, managed by ODF. If Sandy Ridge is a 5 in terms
of challenge and fun, then Wildcat is a 12.

The trails at Wildcat Creek have proven to be highly durable and sustainable in all seasons, especially
when you consider their steep grade. Due to the extremely steep gravel road climb and the extremely
challenging descent on every trail, the Wildcat Creek trail system only draws riders with a very specific
skillset, those who are both expert climbers and expert descenders. Subsequently the trails have very
low traffic and hold up very well in all seasons and weather. Unlike the Sandy Ridge trails and many
other "downhill" trails in the region, the trails at WIldcat Creek are legitimately too steep to be ridden
up, which significantly reduces the likelihood of user conflict.

I want to also commend and bring to your attention the ongoing trail maintenance that takes place at
the Wildcat Creek trails. Mountain bikers do not like to see fall line erosion, braiding, and trail cupping,
so we have worked extensively to drain, maintain, and improve trail surfaces. Maintenance reduces
erosion and improves the trail riding experience. In a decade of traveling North America and Europe to
ride my bike, the user group that frequents the WIldcat Creek trail system has proven to be one of the
most polite, self-policing, sustainably-minded local riding groups I've seen.

Please continue to allow recreational mountain bike access at Wildcat Creek. 

Sincerely,
-Charlie Sponsel



From: jean public
To: mark_brown@blm.gov; BLM_OR_RMPWO_COMMENTS@BLM.GOV
Cc: info; The Pew Charitable Trusts; info@tws.org; INFO@foa.org; foe@foe.org; INFORMATION@sierraclub.org;

INFO@peer.org
Subject: Re: comment
Date: Friday, April 24, 2015 7:46:00 AM

PUBLIC COMMENT ON FEDERAL REGISTER

I OPPOSE THIS LAND WHICH IS A DESTRUCTIVE PLAN. FIRST, THE PUBILC WANTS
ALL THE ROBBER BARON CATTLE RANCHERS OUT OF THERE. THEY HAVE
DESTROYED THE LAND, PAID CHEAP CHEAP CHEAP RATES AND DESTROYED ALL
NATURE. WE DONT WANT THEM USING OUR LAND ANYMORE. BAN ALL HUNTING
AND TRAPPING, BAN ALL NEW ROADS - NO NEED FOR THEM. BAN ALL TOXIC
CHEMICAL APPLICATIONS OF GLYPHOSATE. STOP ALL THE PRESCRIBED BURNING
WHICH BRINGS ON LUNG CANCER THROUGH AIR POLLUTION. IT ALSO BRINGS ON
ALLERGIES, ASTHMA, PNEUMONIA, HEART ATTACKS, STROKES. ITS TIME TO STOP
POLLUTING THE AIR. NOBODY IN AMERICA WANTS A "SUSTAINED YIELD" OF
TIMBER FROM THIS SITE. WE WANT TO PRESERVE AND PROTECT THE LAND AND
NATURE. IT IS A SACRILEGE TO DESTROY THIS LAND. LOGGING KILLS ALL SPCIES
BECAUSE IT TAKES AWAY THEIR OME AND THEIR FOOD FOR DECADES. THIS PLAN
IS UTTERTLY AND TOTALLY DEVASTATING TO NATURE AND LIFE IN AMERICA. IT
IS A TYPICAL GOUGING DESTRUCTIVE PLAN OF THE FEDS, WHO OPERATE LIKE TH
EMEAT ANIMAL RESEARCH LAB IN NEBRASKA. THIS PLAN KILLS IT AND LEAVES IT
ALL FOR DEAD. IT IS A BAD PLAN.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WfGMYdalClU

THE CARTOON BY STEVE CUTTS ON YAHOO EPITOMIZES THIS PLAN. THIS
COMMENT IS FOR THE PUBILC RECORD. PLEASE RCEIPT. JEAN PUBLI
JEANPUBILC1@GMAIL.COM

On Fri, Apr 24, 2015 at 10:01 AM, jean public wrote:

[Federal Register Volume 80, Number 79 (Friday, April 24, 2015)]
[Notices]
[Pages 23046-23049]
From the Federal Register Online via the Government Publishing Office 
[www.gpo.gov]
[FR Doc No: 2015-09474]

-----------------------------------------------------------------------

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

Notice of Availability of the Draft Resource Management Plan 
Revisions and Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Western Oregon

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, Interior.

[[Page 23047]]

ACTION: Notice of Availability.



-----------------------------------------------------------------------

SUMMARY: In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, as amended, and the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 
1976, as amended, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) has prepared 
Draft Resource Management Plan (RMP) Revisions and a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Western Oregon and, by this 
notice, is announcing the opening of the comment period.

DATES: To ensure that comments will be considered, the BLM must receive 
written comments on the Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS within 90 
days following the date that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
publishes notice of the Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS in the 
Federal Register. Written comments on proposed ACEC designations must 
be received within 60 days following the date that the EPA publishes 
notice of the Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS in the Federal 
Register. The BLM will announce future meetings or hearings and any 
other public participation activities at least 15 days in advance 
through public notices, media releases, the Web site, and/or mailings.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments related to the Draft RMP Revisions, 
Draft EIS, and potential ACECs for Western Oregon by any of the 
following methods:

 Web site: http://www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon/deis.php
 Email: BLM_OR_RMPWO_Comments@blm.gov
 Fax: 503-808-6021
 Mail: BLM--EIS for Western Oregon, 1220 SW. 3rd Avenue, 
Portland, OR 97204, or P.O. Box 2965, Portland, OR 97208

    Copies of the Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS for Western Oregon 
are available at the Oregon State Office at the above address or on the 
Web site at: http://www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon/deis.php.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:  Mr. Mark Brown, RMPs for Western 
Oregon Project Manager; telephone: 503-808-6233; address: 1220 SW. 3rd 
Avenue, Portland, OR 97204, or P.O. Box 2965, Portland, OR 97208; or 
email at BLM_OR_RMPWO_Comments@blm.gov. Persons who use a 
telecommunications device for the deaf (TDD) may call the Federal 
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877-8339 to contact the above 
individual during normal business hours. The FIRS is available 24 hours 
a day, seven days a week, to leave a message or question with the above 
individual. You will receive a reply during normal business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The BLM prepared the Draft RMP Revisions and 
Draft EIS for Western Oregon encompassing approximately 2,550,000 acres 
of BLM-administered lands and 69,000 acres of split-estate lands in 
western Oregon. The documents address a range of alternatives focused 
on providing a sustained yield of timber, contributing to the 
conservation and recovery of threatened and endangered species, 
providing for clean water, restoring fire-adapted ecosystems, 
coordinating management of lands surrounding the Coquille Forest with 
the Coquille Tribe, and providing for recreation opportunities. The 
Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS propose to revise the RMPs for the 
Coos Bay, Eugene, Medford, Roseburg, and Salem Districts and the 
Lakeview District's Klamath Falls Resource Area. These six RMPs, 
completed in 1995, incorporated the land use allocations and standards 
and guidelines from the Northwest Forest Plan.
    In 2012, the BLM conducted an evaluation of the 1995 RMPs in 
accordance with its planning regulations and concluded that a plan 
revision was necessary to address the changed circumstances and new 
information that had led to a substantial, long-term departure from the 
timber management outcomes predicted under the 1995 RMPs. Within the 
western Oregon districts, three BLM-administered areas are not included 
in the decision area: the Cascade Siskiyou National Monument (Medford 
District), the Upper Klamath Basin and Wood River Wetland (Klamath 
Falls Field Office), and the West Eugene Wetlands (Eugene District).
    BLM-administered lands in the planning area include Oregon and 
California Railroad (O&C) lands, Coos Bay Wagon Road lands, Public 
Domain lands, and acquired lands. The Oregon and California Railroad 
and Coos Bay Wagon Road Grant Lands Act of 1937 (O&C Act) put the O&C 
lands under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Department of the Interior and 
provides the legal authority for the management of O&C lands and Coos 
Bay Wagon Road lands. The lands were classified as timberlands to be 



managed for permanent forest production, and the timber was to be sold, 
cut, and removed in conformity with the principle of sustained yield 
for the purpose of providing a permanent source of timber supply. 
Sustained yield management under the O&C Act also provides for the 
purpose of protecting watersheds, regulating stream flow, contributing 
to the economic stability of local communities and industries, and 
providing recreational facilities. The Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976 provides the legal authority for the management 
of Public Domain lands and acquired lands. These lands and resources 
are to be managed under the principles of multiple use and sustained 
yield. The land ownership patterns in western Oregon create unique 
management challenges. Generally, O&C land is located in odd-numbered 
sections and private land is located in even-numbered sections, 
creating a ``checkerboard'' ownership pattern. Activities on adjacent 
private lands have implications for management of the BLM-administered 
lands. The BLM also typically manages only a small percentage of the 
land in any particular watershed and, in many cases, the cumulative 
actions across all ownerships determine resource outcomes. In the Coast 
Range, checkerboard ownership is spread across the entire watershed. In 
the western Cascades, checkerboard ownership is mostly in the lower 
part of watersheds with blocked U.S. Forest Service ownership in the 
headwater areas.
    The formal public scoping process for the RMP Revisions and EIS 
began on March 9, 2012, with the publication of a Notice of Intent in 
the Federal Register (77 FR 14414) and ended on October 5, 2012. The 
BLM held scoping open houses in May and June 2012. The BLM used public 
scoping comments to help identify planning issues that directed the 
formulation of alternatives and framed the scope of analysis in the 
Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS.
    The Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS for Western Oregon analyze, 
in detail, four action alternatives, two sub-alternatives, and the No 
Action alternative. The No Action alternative would implement the 1995 
RMPs, as written, into the future with no change in the management 
actions and level of management intensity in the planning area. There 
are 107 Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) currently 
designated in the western Oregon districts' RMPs and described in the 
No Action alternative. The BLM developed the action alternatives to 
represent a range of overall management approaches. All action 
alternatives include the following land use allocations: 
Congressionally Reserved (e.g., wilderness, wild and scenic rivers), 
District-Designated Reserves, Late-Successional Reserve, Riparian 
Reserve, Harvest Land Base, and Eastside Management Area. The location 
and acreage of these allocations
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vary by alternative with the exception of Congressionally Reserved 
allocations that are common to all alternatives. Within each action 
alternative, the Harvest Land Base, Late-Successional Reserve, and 
Riparian Reserve have specific, mapped sub-allocations with differing 
management direction. Given the checkboard ownership patterns and the 
wide-spread distribution of the federally listed species in the 
planning area analyzed in the Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS, 
regional mitigation considerations are incorporated throughout the 
action alternatives.
    The two sub-alternatives modify an individual component of northern 
spotted owl conservation and related effects on timber production.
    The BLM has identified Alternative B as the preferred alternative. 
Identification of this alternative, however, does not represent final 
agency direction, and the Proposed RMP Revisions and Final EIS may 
reflect changes or adjustments based on information received during 
public comment, from new information, or from changes in BLM policies 
or priorities. The proposed RMPs and Final EIS may include objectives 
and actions described in the other analyzed alternatives or otherwise 
within the spectrum of the analyzed alternatives.
    Alternative A has a Late-Successional Reserve larger than the No 
Action Alternative. The Harvest Land Base is comprised of the Uneven-
Aged Timber Area and the High Intensity Timber Area. The High Intensity 
Timber Area includes regeneration harvest with no retention (clear 
cuts). Under Alternative A the BLM would designate 119 ACECs.
    Alternative B has a Late-Successional Reserve similar in size to 
Alternative A, though of a different spatial design. The Harvest Land 
Base is comprised of the Uneven-Aged Timber Area, Low Intensity Timber 
Area, and Moderate Intensity Timber Area. The portion of the Harvest 
Land Base in Uneven-Aged Timber Area is the largest of all action 



alternatives. The Low Intensity Timber Area and Moderate Intensity 
Timber Area include regeneration harvest with varying levels of 
retention. Under Alternative B, the BLM would designate 114 ACECs.
    Sub-alternative B is identical to Alternative B except that it 
includes protection of habitat within the home ranges of all northern 
spotted owl known and historic sites. Alternative C has the largest 
Harvest Land Base of any of the alternatives. The Harvest Land Base is 
comprised of the Uneven-Aged Timber Area and the High Intensity Timber 
Area. The High Intensity Timber Area includes regeneration harvest with 
no retention (clear cuts). Alternative C has the smallest acreage in 
the Riparian Reserve of all of the alternatives. Under Alternative C, 
the BLM would designate 111 ACECs.
    Sub-alternative C is identical to Alternative C except that the 
Late-Successional Reserve includes all stands 80 years old and older.
    Alternative D has the smallest Late-Successional Reserve of any of 
the alternatives. The Harvest Land Base is comprised of the Uneven-Aged 
Timber Area, Owl Habitat Timber Area, and Moderate Intensity Timber 
Area. The Owl Habitat Timber Area includes timber harvest applied in a 
manner that would maintain northern spotted owl habitat. The Moderate 
Intensity Timber Area includes regeneration harvest with retention. 
Alternative D has the largest acreage in the Riparian Reserve of all of 
the action alternatives. Under Alternative D, the BLM would designate 
118 ACECs.
    In addition to announcing the opening of the 90-day comment period 
on the Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS for Western Oregon, this 
notice is also announcing the start of the 60-day period for public 
comment on proposed Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) 
designations, consistent with 43 CFR 1610.7-2(b). The action 
alternatives in the Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS for Western 
Oregon consider the designation of 121 potential ACECs, with a variety 
of resource use limitations that would occur if formally designated.
    The 121 potential ACECs are Brownson Ridge, Cherry Creek, China 
Wall, Euphoria Ridge, Hunter Creek Bog, New River, North Fork Chetco, 
North Fork Coquille River, North Fork Hunter Creek, North Spit, North 
Spit Addition, Rocky Peak, Roman Nose, Steel Creek, Tioga Creek, Upper 
Rock Creek, Wassen Creek, Camas Swale, Cottage Grove Old Growth, Cougar 
Mountain Yew Grove, Dorena Prairie, Esmond Lake, Ferguson Creek, Fox 
Hollow, Garoutte Prairie, Grandmother's Grove, Grassy Mountain, Heceta 
Sand Dunes, Horse Rock Ridge, Hult Marsh, Jordan Creek, Lake Creek 
Falls, Lorane Ponderosa Pine, Low Elevation Headwaters of the McKenzie 
River, McGowan Meadow, Mohawk, Nails Creek, Oak Basin Prairies, Upper 
Elk Meadows, Upper Willamette Valley Margin, Willamette Valley Prairie 
Oak and Pine Area, Bumpheads, Old Baldy, Spencer Creek, Surveyor, 
Tunnel Creek, Upper Klamath River, Upper Klamath River Addition, Yainax 
Butte, Baker Cypress, Bobby Creek, Brewer Spruce, Cobleigh Road, 
Dakubetede, Deer Creek, East Fork Whiskey Creek, Eight Dollar Mountain, 
French Flat, Grayback Glades, Green Springs Mt Scenic, Hole-In-The-
Rock, Holton Creek, Hoxie Creek, Iron Creek, King Mountain Rock Garden, 
Lost Lake, Moon Prairie, North Fork Silver Creek, Old Baldy, Pickett 
Creek, Pipe Fork, Poverty Flat, Reeves Creek, Rough and Ready, Round 
Top Butte, Sterling Mine Ditch, Table Rocks, Tin Cup, Waldo-Takilma, 
West Fork Illinois River, Woodcock Bog, Bear Gulch, Beatty Creek, 
Bushnell-Irwin Rocks, Callahan Meadows, Myrtle Island, North Bank, 
North Myrtle Creek, Red Pond, Tater Hill, Beaver Creek, Crabtree 
Complex, Elk Creek, Forest Peak, Grass Mountain, High Peak--Moon Creek, 
Little North Fork Wilson River, Little Sink, Lost Prairie, Lower 
Scappoose Eagle, Mary's Peak, McCully Mountain, Middle Santiam 
Terrrace, Mill Creek Ridge, Molalla Meadows, Nestucca River, Rickreall 
Ridge, Saddle Bag Mountain, Sandy River, Silt Creek, Snow Peak, Soosap 
Meadows, The Butte, Valley of the Giants, Walker Flat, Waterloo, White 
Rock Fen, Wilhoit Springs, Williams Lake, Yaquina Head, and Yellowstone 
Creek.
    If formally designated, the BLM would close all potential ACECs to 
salable mineral development, except for Sandy River, in which the BLM 
would close most of the potential ACEC, but minerals are owned by non-
federal entities in portions of parcels 14 and 33, and Roman Nose, in 
which the BLM would limit salable mineral development to the existing 
quarry.
    If formally designated, the BLM would recommend withdrawal of all 
or part of the following potential ACECs from locatable mineral entry: 
Hunter Creek Bog, New River, North Fork Chetco, North Fork Hunter 
Creek, Rocky Peak, Cougar Mountain Yew Grove, Grassy Mountain, Heceta 
Sand Dunes, Horse Rock Ridge, Low Elevation Headwaters of the McKenzie 
River, McGowan Meadow, Mohawk, Oak Basin Prairies, Upper Elk Meadows, 
Upper Willamette Valley Margin, Willamette Valley Prairie Oak and Pine 



Area, Bumpheads, Old Baldy, Spencer Creek, Surveyor, Tunnel Creek, 
Upper Klamath River, Upper Klamath River Addition, Yainax Butte, Bobby 
Creek, Brewer Spruce, Dakubetede, East Fork Whiskey Creek, Eight Dollar 
Mountain, Grayback Glades, Holton Creek, Iron Creek, North Fork Silver 
Creek, Pickett Creek, Pipe Fork, Reeves Creek, Rough and Ready, Table 
Rocks, West Fork Illinois River, Woodcock Bog, Bear Gulch, Beatty 
Creek, Bushnell-Irwin Rocks, Callahan Meadows, Myrtle Island, North 
Bank, North Myrtle Creek, Red Pond, Tater Hill, Beaver Creek, Crabtree 
Complex,
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Elk Creek, Forest Peak, Grass Mountain, High Peak--Moon Creek, Little 
North Fork Wilson River, Little Sink, Lost Prairie, Lower Scappoose 
Eagle, Mary's Peak, McCully Mountain, Middle Santiam Terrrace, Mill 
Creek Ridge, Molalla Meadows, Nestucca River, Rickreall Ridge, Saddle 
Bag Mountain, Silt Creek, Snow Peak, Soosap Meadows, The Butte, Valley 
of the Giants,Walker Flat, Waterloo, White Rock Fen, Wilhoit Springs, 
Williams Lake, Yaquina Head, Yellowstone Creek, Sandy River, French 
Flat, and Waldo-Takilma.
    If formally designated, all potential ACECs would be open to 
leasable mineral entry with a no surface occupancy stipulation, except 
for Valley of the Giants, for which the BLM does not own sub-surface 
mineral rights, except for 07S-08W-31 NE1/4.
    If formally designated, the BLM would close all or part of the 
following potential ACECs to off-highway vehicle use: Lower Scappoose 
Eagle, North Bank, Table Rocks, New River, Hunter Creek Bog, North Fork 
Hunter Creek, Camas Swale, Cottage Grove Old Growth, Cougar Mountain 
Yew Grove, Dorena Prairie, Esmond Lake, Ferguson Creek, Fox Hollow, 
Garoutte Prairie, Grandmother's Grove, Grassy Mountain, Heceta Sand 
Dunes, Horse Rock Ridge, Jordan Creek, Lake Creek Falls, Lorane 
Ponderosa Pine, Low Elevation Headwaters of the McKenzie River, McGowan 
Meadow, Mohawk, Nails Creek, Oak Basin Prairies, Upper Elk Meadows, 
Upper Willamette Valley Margin, Willamette Valley Prairie Oak and Pine 
Area, Old Baldy, Spencer Creek, Woodcock Bog, Bear Gulch, Beatty Creek, 
Bushnell-Irwin Rocks, Callahan Meadows, Myrtle Island, North Myrtle 
Creek, Red Pond, Tater Hill, Beaver Creek, Crabtree Complex, Forest 
Peak, Grass Mountain, High Peak--Moon Creek, Little Sink, Lost Prairie, 
McCully Mountain, Mill Creek Ridge, Molalla Meadows, Rickreall Ridge, 
Saddle Bag Mountain, Silt Creek, Soosap Meadows, Walker Flat, Waterloo, 
Williams Lake, Yaquina Head, and French Flat. In all of the remaining 
potential ACECs, if formally designated, the BLM would limit off-
highway vehicle use to existing or designated roads and trails.
    If formally designated, the BLM would preclude timber harvest or 
condition timber harvest to maintain relevant and important values in 
all potential ACECs. As explained in Chapter 1 of the Draft RMP 
Revisions and Draft EIS for Western Oregon, the BLM will designate and 
manage ACECs on O&C lands where the special management needed to 
maintain relevant and important values would not conflict with the 
planning for sustained-yield timber production for the purposes of the 
O&C Act.
    If formally designated, the BLM would manage livestock grazing in 
all potential ACECs to maintain relevant and important values. The 
following potential ACECs are already closed to livestock grazing and 
would continue to be closed if formally designated: Old Baldy, Spencer 
Creek, Lost Lake, Round Top Butte, Table Rocks, and Poverty Flat. At 
the Bumpheads potential ACEC, the BLM maintains gap fence to exclude 
livestock and would continue that management if formally designated. 
The following potential ACECs are open to grazing with stipulations for 
fencing to control grazing that would continue if formally designated: 
Surveyor and Tunnel Creek. The following potential ACECs are open to 
grazing with stipulations to monitor important values and fence or 
implement other protection measures if needed and those stipulations 
would continue if formally designated: Cobleigh Road, Green Springs Mt 
Scenic, Hole-In-The-Rock, Hoxie Creek, Moon Prairie, and Tin Cup.
    If formally designated, the BLM would designate all potential ACECs 
as Right-of-Way Avoidance Areas.
    The BLM is planning a series of public meetings after the release 
of the Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS. The purpose of these meetings 
is to help members of the public understand the content of the Draft 
RMP Revisions and Draft EIS and provide meaningful and constructive 
comments. There will be at least six ``open-house'' public meetings 
(one meeting per District) where people can engage with BLM employees 
on all resources addressed in the Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS. 
The BLM will likely also be organizing issue-specific meetings on 



topics such as socio-economics, forestry, aquatics, and wildlife. 
Information on meeting locations and dates will be available at 
http://www.blm.gov/or/plans/rmpswesternoregon/. Following the close of the 
public review and comment period, any substantive public comments will 
be used to revise the Draft RMP Revisions and Draft EIS in preparation 
for their release to the public as the Proposed RMP and Final EIS. The 
BLM will respond to each substantive comment received during the public 
review and comment period by making appropriate revisions to the 
document or explaining why the comment did not warrant a change. Notice 
of the availability of the Proposed RMP and Final EIS will be posted in 
the Federal Register. Please note that public comments and information 
submitted--including names, street addresses, and email addresses of 
persons who submit comments--will be available for public review and 
disclosure at the above address during regular business hours (8 a.m. 
to 4 p.m.), Monday through Friday, except holidays.
    Before including your address, phone number, email address, or 
other personal identifying information in your comment, you should be 
aware that your entire comment--including your personal identifying 
information--may be made publicly available at any time. While you can 
ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be 
able to do so.

Jerome E. Perez,
State Director, Oregon/Washington.

    Authority: 40 CFR 1506.6, 40 CFR 1506.10, 43 CFR 1610.2.

[FR Doc. 2015-09474 Filed 4-23-15; 8:45 am]
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From:
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Recreation in Western Oregon
Date: Thursday, June 25, 2015 9:12:51 PM

Dear Sirs,

My family and I were originally attracted to the  21 years ago due to
the outstanding recreational opportunities. The area has not let us down. As our interests
evolved, mountain biking has become the cornerstone of our outdoor recreation, fueled by
the development of destination trail systems such as Black Rock, Alsea Falls and Sandy
Ridge. I have witnessed the positive economic impact on many local businesses and the
health of the participants in this environmentally low impact sport.  

With perfect terrain and weather that allows for year round riding, we have a nearly
limitless opportunity to grow the sport of mountain biking in Western Oregon. Access and
trail development are the only things holding us back. The potential impact for growth of
associated businesses- retail, hospitality and manufacturing - cannot be over stated.

As a primary care physician, one of my greatest challenges has been motivating people to
become more engaged in a healthy life style that includes regular exercise. When people
become involved with sports like mountain biking, they frequently become passionate about
the sport and exercise becomes part of their routine. I know people who have been
motivated to quit smoking and loose weight by mountain biking. The health benefits alone
make expansion of trail systems worthwhile to surrounding communities but we also need
more local access to areas that are close to our communities.

I implore you to include expanding mountain bike trail systems to areas such as Gooseneck
and Mary’s Peak for the benefit of the  financial and physical health of the surrounding
communities in the RMPs for Western Oregon.

Sincerely,

Barry Coplon 

Sent from Windows Mail



From: Carlo Castoro
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Recreation
Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 7:08:32 PM

To whom it may concern,

I'd like to cast a vote in favor of increased opportunities for recreation on public lands specifically
mountain biking.   One area in particular that has been a great source of enjoyment for me and my
friends is the Sandy Ridge Trail system. Also, there is a place I really like to recreate down the road
from Sandy Ridge called Wildcat.  Wildcat provides a unique recreating and mountain biking experienced
unparalleled in the Portland Metro area. I would like to keep wildcat in its current condition for as long
as possible.

Thank you very much for what you've done at Sandy Ridge and I hope you continue to build more
mountain bike trails closer to Portland with different features and levels of difficulty.

Sincerely,

Carlo Castoro



From: Jake Davis
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Resource Management Plans 2015
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 12:23:25 PM

Hello,

I would like to suggest adding more mountain bike trails in NW Oregon.

Thanks,
Jake Davis



From: Dick Prather
To: Mark Brown; Mike Haske; blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Review of Draft RMP for Western Oregon
Date: Thursday, July 09, 2015 3:16:14 PM

Mark and Mike,
Yesterday I encountered two major problems in the reviewing the draft.  

Appendix F – Areas of Critical Environmental Concern.  Table F-1 refers to a Map F-1 to show the
location of the ACECs.  I cannot find Map F-1 and this makes it impossible to truly evaluate and
comment on ACECs.  What is the page number for the map?

Appendix N – Recreation.  Page 1291 states:  That the rest of Appendix is found on the BLM
website and give a link.However that link doesn’t lead to the rest of Appendix N.  All that is there
is the press release for Recreation Outreach form January, 2013 and Recreation Workshops
Summary and Key Findings Report.  Recreation Management Areas cannot be evaluated without
this information.  What is the proper link to the rest of Appendix N?

Also I am still trying to figure out how the Model B that EPA proposed for evaluating Riparian
Reserves.  See page 287.  Please provide me copies of :
EPA. 2013. Potential modeling approach to evaluate the effects of thinning activities on stream
shade. Unpub. Rpt. Comments sent to BLM on 11/19/2013. 
EPA. 2014. Supplement to November 19, 2013 potential modeling approach to evaluate the
effects of thinning activities on 
stream shade. Unpub. Rpt. Comments sent to BLM on 08/16/2014. 

The table on Page 289 says it is a scenario for two sided treatments.  Is the RMP proposing to treat
both sides of a fish bearing stream?  The Figure also shows density in the inner zone being reduced. 
Other then the No Action Alternative,  don't think any alternative allows thinning in the inner zone.  Am
I wrong?  Are the inner zone densities existing conditions?

I really hope you can get the final and ROD out according to your schedule.  This would allow the
process to move to the litigation step.  To be honest I am having trouble reviewing the Draft in the
allotted time. As you remember I sued to write and review theses type of document when I was
working for the BLM.  An extension of the comment period would be helpful for reviewers.

Looking forward to your reply.

Dick Prather 



From: Drew Mebane
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: RMP Comment
Date: Monday, July 13, 2015 4:00:48 PM

Hi, I am a local trail runner, and I would like to submit the following commentary as
outlined by SUTA:

1.      Thank BLM for recognizing that the fastest growing recreational activities in Southern Oregon (and the rest of
Oregon)  are the wide array of  non-motorized recreation – hiking, bicycling, horseback riding, birdwatching, trail
running, snow shoeing and cross country skiing and more and that recreation plays an important role in the region’s
economy. Please encourage strong support for non-motorized recreation in the final plan.  In BLM’s failed 2005 effort
to create a new resource management plan, the focus was on motorized recreation and almost nothing on non-motorized
recreation.  For example, in the 2005 draft RMP there were 13 off-highway vehicle emphasis areas proposed for just the
Medford District - covering thousands of acres. Thankfully that plan was never put into effect.  In the current RMP proposal,
a much more balanced approach is taken for non-motorized and motorized recreation.  We are delighted to see this shift in
management but your comments could re-inforce the need to provide for both non-motorized and motorized recreation in the
final plan. 

2.       Encourage designation of recreation management areas covering existing and proposed non-motorized trails.  
The creation of RMAs throughout the Medford District and Oregon is of high importance to insure recreational
amenities are actively managed and protected. 

BLM has proposed the creation of recreation management areas (RMAs) in order to focus management attention to specific
current or future recreational activities such as the Sterling Mine Ditch Trail and proposed trails such as the Jack-Ash Trail
and the Applegate Ridge Trail.  In the case of trails, the RMA is a corridor along the trail.   Each of the different proposed
RMAs will be managed for specific recreational purposes, some are non-motorized only such as the Sterling Mine Ditch
trail or PCT, some are large extended recreation management areas for both motorized and non-motorized use or they could
include areas such as the BLM camping facilities at Hyatt Lake.  We have three specific recommendations related to RMAs:

a.      The Sterling Mine Ditch Trail, Jack-Ash Trail and Applegate Ridge Trail are included in the several
of the alternatives (Alternatives C&D) in the proposed plans as recreation management areas - but
voicing your support for designating these trails as RMAs in the final plan would be a huge help.

b.      Along non-motorized trails, these recreation management areas should provide a 250 foot-wide
buffer on each side to prevent timber harvesting, new roads, target shooting or mining activities that
would adversely affect the quality of your recreational experience.  The PCT, as a national trail, is asking
for a ½ mile buffer on each side of the trail where specific management considerations will be required. 
We support protected trail buffers.

c.      We recommend as one of the management principles for RMAs, that areas designated as “lands with
wilderness characteristics” such as the Dakabutede area above the Sterling Mine Ditch Trail or the
Wellington Butte area that the Applegate Ridge Trail will travel through,  be limited to strictly non-
motorized recreational uses.  Under two of the alternatives (C&D) the proposed plan could open the
roadless areas above the Sterling Mine Ditch trail to off-highway vehicles.  The proposed RMA covering
much of Anderson Butte - called the Anderson Addition RMA - is an extensive area allowing for both
motorized and non-motorized recreational use.  While we recognize the need to provide opportunities for
both motorized and non-motorized recreation, we do not want to see areas classified as “lands with
wilderness characteristics” such as the Dakabutede, opened to future OHV use. 

3.      Urge the BLM in the final RMP to set priorities within each district for completing specific travel management
plans and set a schedule within the next three years for completing them.  The proposed plan would limit OHV use to
designated (i.e. BLM approved) OHV trails and roads and temporarily to “existing” trails (i.e. user created unauthorized
trails) until  a travel management plan has been completed.   All existing trails will be reviewed under a travel management
plan once the RMP is adopted. All future trails (motorized or non-motorized) must be subject to an environmental review
without exception - in order to make sure our future trails are sustainable and do not cause resource damage or create user
conflicts. The proposed RMP sets the guidance that a travel management plan will be completed within five years. 
However, for the last 10 years, the Medford BLM has promised they would complete a travel management plan to address
decisions about its roads and trails but nothing has been started.   The travel management process involves conducting a



complete environmental impact study to determine which existing unauthorized trails should be allowed to remain open,
which should be modified and which should be eliminated. We strongly urge BLM to include a map in the final RMP of
the existing unauthorized trails that will be grandfathered temporarily throughout the Medford district.  In addition, no further
user-created (motorized or non-motorized) trails should be permitted after the publication of the draft RMP (April 2015).  In
addition, SUTA recommends that a travel management plan for the BLM lands from Anderson Butte to Wagner Gap be
listed as a high priority for a completed travel management plan by December 2017.

4.       Target shooting should be limited to designated special recreation areas.  We are delighted that the BLM
recognizes in the draft RMP the public safety hazard caused by un-restricted target shooting on BLM lands. While we have
no issue with people hunting during the hunting season, target shooting on BLM lands close to populated areas, at trailheads
and over trails creates life and death safety challenges.  Furthermore, target shooting is associated with increased trash and
resource damage, and destroys the quality of the recreational experience for other users of these public lands.  The proposed
plan suggests creating safety zones around trailheads and along trails.  This should apply to both motorized and non-
motorized trails and we are thrilled with this first important step to managed target shooting.  However, in light of the heavy
concentration of recreation (both motorized and non-motorized) as well as target shooting near populated areas,  such as the
Anderson Butte to Wagner Butte ridgeline -  we strongly recommend creating specific safe target practice areas for lands
currently experiencing serious public safety concerns due to target shooting.  This will protect public safety and the quality
of the recreational experience for everyone.

5.      Timber Harvests should be at sustainable levels, and protect water quality, wildlife and other ecological values
on our public lands.  Under all alternatives proposed, more timber will be harvested off your public lands.   SUTA supports
managing our forests to make them healthier and more fire resilient at an appropriate, sustainable level of timber production. 
However, the levels of timber harvests should reflect equal consideration of the impacts on all affected ecological resources
and the economic impacts on the robust and growing agricultural and recreational sectors of Oregon’s economy.  In southern
Oregon’s dry forests, particular care must be taken to not focus on short-term timber production when the repercussions of
clear-cuts or any over-cutting will be felt for many decades.    For multiple ecological reasons, we strongly oppose the re-
introduction of clear cutting on federal lands.  And from the perspective of recreation, few people enjoy recreating in a clear-
cut.  It should be noted that recreation on BLM lands now provides far more economic value to Oregon’s economy than
timber production.

Thank you!

Drew Mebane



From: Dmitriy Zasyatkin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: RMP Comment
Date: Friday, May 15, 2015 9:58:13 AM

Mountain bike accessible singletrack is my primary request. Trail systems like Sandy
Ridge are great for all levels of riders, but a lot of mountain bikers are seeking a
back-country/nature experience; the kind found on historical hiking trails that take
you into remote areas. 

A lot of these historical hiking trails, like the PCT, do not allow mountain bikes even
though they allow equestrians. A sharing system, where mountain bikers are allowed
on certain days, would strike a good balance.

Also, trail connections are important for linking up smaller trails without having to
ride on the road with traffic. 

-- 
Dmitriy Zasyatkin



From: Becky and Matt Hope
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: RMP Comments
Date: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 6:39:03 PM
Attachments: BLM RMP comments.docx

Please see attached comments on the draft RMP as if effects our area in the South
Willamette Valley area.

-- 
Becky and Matt Hope



From:
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: RMPs for Western Oregon
Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 9:17:48 PM

NOTE: Please make my email address unavailable to the public.

Dear Madam or Sir -

I'm writing in support of making the Wildcat Creek Trail system Recreation Management Area
permanent. This trail system provides a unique recreational opportunity in our area. While we have
other trails in this area, none provide the type of technical terrain offered at Wildcat. It is a rare and
cherished resource to those of us who have discovered it and I hope it can continue to be for those yet
to discover it.

Best regards -



From: james thompson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: The RMP Could be a Win-Win
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 11:15:55 AM

To the Bureau of Land Management:

I am writing to express concern regarding the Resource Management Plan (RMP).

The RMP slashes stream buffers by half in nearly all the alternatives proposed. Streamside buffers are
essential to shade waterways and keep streams cool in the hot summer months, and cool, clean water
is critical to salmon and for drinking water sources.

The RMP would allow further road construction. Instead, the BLM should use the existing road network
and remove unnecessary roads. Our public forests don’t need more roads that deliver sediment into our
streams and harm salmon and drinking water supplies.

The RMP allows clearcutting under most of the alternatives. We don’t need more clearcuts and the
herbicide dependent tree plantations that they create.

The RMP allows the cutting of mature and old growth trees and forests. There is plenty of forest work
that could be done that emphasizes restoration and fuels reduction around homes and communities. We
don’t need to cut what little remains of our mature trees on our public forests.

The RMP does not emphasize the social and economic value of enabling people to explore the great
outdoors on public land. Recreation on BLM forests is a multi-billion dollar industry and the BLM should
elevate hiking, boating, photography, bird-watching and many other forms of quiet outdoor activities.

Sincerely,

james thompson



From: boydbf@aol.com
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Timber Management Plans in Western Oregon
Date: Saturday, June 06, 2015 9:03:47 PM

Dear Mr. Brown,

I moved to Oregon from the Southeastern United States approximately 2 years ago.  I have been
overwhelmed by the beautiful terrain with the tree covered mountains.  It is so tragic to see areas that
have been clear-cut - totally void of any vegetation.  I cannot understand why this practice would  be
endorsed in any fashion. The environmental beauty of Oregon is what makes it so special and lures
people here,  either as a tourist or permanent resident.  I urge the BLM to oppose industrial timber
practices and deny clear-cutting on public lands.  The practices of timber companies are not
environmentally sound.  Thank you.

Sincerely, 

Barbara Franklin



From: Forrest W Kollar
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Western Oregon Land Use
Date: Monday, June 01, 2015 6:37:44 PM

Dear Jerry Perez,

        After review the Resource Management Plans (RMPs) for Western Oregon
executive summary, and the four alternative and the two sub-alternative
plans that are proposed within it, I believe that out of these options
the Sub-alternative B is the plan that should be implemented. I believe
this because I feel that Sub-alternative B is the best balance of what
different industries and groups are wanting with the land. Being a
biology student at the University of Oregon I definitely feel like
pristine and beautiful land like that of Oregon’s should be preserved
and protected but I understand the economic importance both logging and
recreational land use.
        Alternative plans A and C both allow for clear cutting, and all though
Alternative A provides the greatest area for protection of identified
lands with wilderness characteristics, I believe allowing clear cutting
in forests is more environmentally harmful. Clear cutting completely
destroys the environment and makes it inhabitable by many of the
organisms that once lived there. Clear cutting also creates an extreme
edge effect, which will create even more land that is inhabitable by
certain species, and . Alternative B allows more land to be logged, but
it does so in a more environmentally friendly way. This makes it so
logging companies are still able to extract the same amount of logs
without completely destroying a segment of land. I believe that clear
cutting is an environmentally irresponsible practice and should be
avoided even if it means giving up more acres to be harvested with
retention.
        I hope that you consider my opinions when choosing which plan to
implement for the BLM’s Western Oregon’s Land.

Thanks so much,

  Forrest Kollar



From: blakebaratta
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wild Cat Recreation Area
Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 1:55:06 AM

This email is in regards to Wild Cat Recreation area on Mt. Hood.  The area is an incredible mountain
bike destination.  The trails that are located there offer truly original, challenging and beautifully made
world class trails.  Being that the trails at Wild Cat are so close to Sandy Ridge Trail Center they make a
wonderful addition to mountain biking in the area and offer something that Sandy Ridge does not.  By
this I mean Wild Cat is more challenging and technical than Sandy Ridge.  Because of this it will limit
the amount of people using it and will help keep it the beautiful, pristine area that it currently is.  The
mountain bike community loves and needs this place and wants to see it remain the way it is for many
years to come.  Thank you for you time and consideration.

Sincerely,
Blake Baratta 

Sent from my iPhone



From: Corey Martin
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat area
Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 5:47:38 PM

Please maintain the wildcat trail network as a dedicated recreation area. There's nothing like it
anywhere. It's hands down the best and most well cared for collection of trails in the  State.
Best,
Corey Martin



From: James Rowan
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat creek recreation area
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:02:25 PM

Hi,
I am a local business owner in bend, Oregon and am contacting the BLM about the approval of adding
Wildcat Creek area to the recreational area. I travel over to Oregon often and wildcat is always a stop
for me. Whether it's a day trip stopping by or staying the night in sandy to ride this area. It would be a
shame to let this gem get away from the area of sandy. Truly is amazing and unique to Oregon in
general.

James Rowan



From: Adam Craig
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat Creek RMA
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:03:41 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

 

            I am writing on behalf of the Wildcat Creek Trail system near Marmot,
Oregon. I have been mountain biking on this trail system for the last three years.
When I describe the system to others I typically say- “It’s the highest concentration
of the highest quality expert trails I’ve ever ridden!” I live in Bend and regularly
make the 130-mile drive for a ride at Wildcat Creek. This type of Downhill riding
experience is unavailable anywhere else in the Northwest and is a valuable resource
for expert riders around the region. As a professional Downhill Mountain Bike racer
sponsored by Giant Bicycles, I travel the world in search of terrain like Wildcat. It’s
an absolutely invaluable training resource for me to prepare for world-class events
this close to home. 

            When we started riding at Wildcat, we kept it a secret, afraid the system
would become over-used with traffic from across the valley at the Sandy Ridge BLM
trail system. Such an amazing resource would surely see increased use, which would
unduly burden our efforts to be good trail stewards and keep the system in optimum
condition. It turns out the population of expert riders looking for this type of
Downhill riding terrain is quite small. Peer group estimates put the user density at
approximately 20-30 unique riders per month. This extraordinarily light usage
enables us to maintain the steep, natural trails easily due to limited erosion. The
type of rider looking for these Downhill style trails is typically a good trail steward
and rides in a way that is strangely sustainable considering the severity of terrain.

            In short, Wildcat is a gem. The BLM adopting this trail system as it currently
stands would be an incredible victory for the discerning expert mountain bike user.
This type of user-built riding experience is certainly in demand for a small segment
of the broad MTB user group. The future at Wildcat would look exactly like the
present, light user density, excellent trail stewardship by the user group and an
incredibly inspiring trail system for people from around the world to visit and marvel
at. The prospect of holding world-class Downhill or Enduro MTB events at Wildcat is
also real if it would align with the management of the resource. It’s that good!
Please help us preserve it as it stands.

 

Thank you for your consideration,

Adam Craig



From: Dan Sprouse
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat Creek Trail system Recreation Management Area
Date: Monday, July 13, 2015 8:19:18 AM

Dear BLM,
 
I am writing this letter in support of making the Wildcat Creek Trail east of Sandy, Oregon.
 
This trail is nicely located in a corridor of other mountain bike trails (sandy ridge) but offers a more
natural and pure mountain biking experience.    The greater Portland area is in desperate need of
more mountain biking areas that are within a 45 min, or less, car ride from Portland.    This area can
easily be accessed without having to make a full day trip in a car, and because of its proximity to a
larger population and public transportation options, there is the greater possibility using public
transportation and/or carpooling to this area, when compared to other areas such as Hood River,
MT Hood or the coast range, which reduces environmental impacts and traffic on the roads.  
 
As you know, Sandy Ridge will get north of 50,000 visitors this year, as a result of this trail being so
close, the BLM has an incredible opportunity to create a complex of trails that cover the spectrum of
abilities, while spreading out the users to avoid concentration and conflict.   And as you have seen
with SR, the mountain biking community is more than willing and able to maintain these trails in a
sustainable manner.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
 

Daniel Sprouse

 
 
 



From: Esther Sung
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov; BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat Creek Trails near Sandy, OR
Date: Friday, June 26, 2015 8:29:05 AM

Hello BLM,

I'm trouble getting access to the interactive map to make site specific comments but
was hoping to utilize at least this email to express my support for the Wildcat Creek
Trails near Sandy, OR.

I am a mountain biker and have ridden these amazing trails which are one of a kind
for the NW Oregon area.  I would really love to see this challenging trail system
continue to be developed in its current fashion.  There really is nothing like it in the
vicinity.

It would be awesome to see the Wildcat Creek Trails designated a recreational area
with specifically downhill oriented mountain bike trails to protect this unique and
vital experience.  Please let me know how I can get more involved if possible to help
this movement.

Thanks very much for your time,
-Esther Sung



From: Barry
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat Creek Trails
Date: Thursday, June 18, 2015 10:53:00 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

As a representative of the Fat Tire Farm Mountain Bike Company in Portland, Oregon, I’m writing to
show our support for the continued development of downhill mountain bike trails at the Wildcat Creek
trail area.  The trails are a great resource for getting out of the city and enjoying the quiet of the woods
while exercising and developing bike handling skills.  The trails are unique to the area in their level of
difficulty and provide a natural progression from the trails at Sandy Ridge.

The Wildcat Creek trails present an opportunity to generate momentum for mountain biking in the
Sandy River corridor and potentially at Timberline. 

Thanks for your consideration.
Barry O’Connor



From: Jacob Furniss
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat Creek Trails
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 1:03:43 PM

To whom it may concern,

The Wildcat Creek Trail system is unique in the region for offering a place for
advanced riders to challenge themselves while still requiring a climb to the top. I
would love to see it designated as official recreation area.  

- Jacob Furniss



From: Abby Watson
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat Creek Trails
Date: Wednesday, June 17, 2015 5:25:23 PM

BLM,

I've never ridden the wildcat creek trail system, but I really want to. I have only
heard incredible things about how challenging these trails are and what a unique
experience it is to ride there. I understand the trails may be brought under BLM
control, and I would love to see the area designated as a recreational area with
downhill orientated trails. I hope you take this feedback into consideration when
making your decision!

Sincerely,
Abby Watson



From:
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat Creek
Date: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 3:09:11 PM

Hello, 

I'm contacting you regarding my interest in riding downhill trails at Wildcat
creek. I enjoy riding this more challenging downhill terrain. I would like to
see these trails remain as downhill trails and added as a regional area
please.

Thank you, 

Amy Campbell



From: Jason Kasari
To: blm_or_rmpwo_comments@blm.gov
Subject: Wildcat Mountain Bike Trails
Date: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 6:11:38 PM

Dear BLM,
I am a resident of  Oregon where I work at . I heard about the wildcat trail system
from my coworkers and have sense made many trips over to ride them. I travel a lot to mountain bike
and have yet to find any trail system anywhere close to wildcat in Oregon. I along with many other
mountain bikers would love to see the land these trails are on marked for recreation. Thank you for
giving us this opportunity!

-Jason Kasari

Sent from my iPhone
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