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July 2, 2012 


 


RE: RMPs for Western Oregon 


 


Lone Rock Timber Management Company (LRT) is a third-generation family-owned forest 


management organization based in Roseburg, Oregon. LRT owns and manages over 120,000 acres 


in southwest Oregon with many of these lands interspersed with BLM lands. LRT has 100 


employees responsible for meeting the forest management objectives established by the family 


owners. These same employees live and raise families in the communities in which LRT and BLM 


forest lands are located. Our employees recognize the impact management of these lands has on 


their careers, their communities and their lifestyles. We appreciate the opportunity to provide 


comment on updates to RMPs for Western Oregon. 


 


These comments will focus on three areas considered critical to LRT:  


• OHV recreation management; 


• Rights-of-Way Agreements 


• Infrastructure 


 


OHV recreation management 


 


LRT restricts public motorized vehicle use on its properties. Where public motorized vehicle use is 


permitted, such use is limited to improved or surfaced (rock) roads as well as seasonal restrictions. 


Under no circumstances is public off-road travel with motorized vehicle use permitted.  


 


Over the last several years, we have seen an increase in Off-highway vehicle (OHV) use in western 


Oregon forest lands. While many riders utilize existing roadways during appropriate seasons, a 


significant number develop cross-country trail systems disregarding ownership boundaries or land 


management objectives. Many of these public riders stage or originate on adjacent public and BLM 


lands. This un-managed recreation activity leads to increased costs to landowners, increased risk of 


resource damage and increased risk of catastrophic fire. Current BLM recreation plans 


inadequately manage this growing activity and fail to address, or in some instances even recognize, 


adjacent landowners concerns.   


 


Past BLM RMPs identified two specific areas for OHV recreation use of interest to LRT. The 


Butte Falls Resource Area in the Medford District identified a potential OHV recreation site at 


Elderberry Flats in the West Fork Evans Creek watershed. The Roseburg District BLM identified 


the Hubbard Creek Area as a potential OHV designated site. Both of these sites are adjacent to 


LRT owned and managed lands and offer unique challenges and opportunities. 


 







LRT strongly opposes ANY BLM endorsed OHV activities in the West Fork Evans Creek 


watershed. There are several reasons LRT opposes such efforts. First, the BLM checkerboard 


ownership pattern limits the ability of the BLM to contain such a recreation activity on its 


properties. It is common knowledge and in evidence today OHV users will cross property lines. 


Attracting this type of recreation in a checkerboard ownership invites management conflict. 


Second, the West Fork Evans Creek is water quality limited for sediment due to the decomposed 


granitic soils in the basin. Historic OHV use in the area has been near if not in the creek. 


Encouraging OHV activities without significant enforcement and management oversight will 


continue to hinder water quality. Finally, the risk of catastrophic fire with increased public 


recreation on motorized equipment is real. Such fires would impact neighboring lands as well as 


BLM resources compromising the ability of these lands to meet economic as well as environmental 


objectives. The BLM should refrain from proposing any OHV activities in the West Fork Evans 


Creek in any future RMP. 


 


The Hubbard Creek Area in the Roseburg BLM District outside of Roseburg offers slightly 


different opportunities. LRT could support the development of a comprehensive OHV plan in the 


Hubbard Creek Area in the Roseburg BLM District if certain conditions were achieved. LRT, 


organized OHV groups and the BLM have had conversations in the past attempting to identify 


solutions for all parties. LRT has approached the BLM with possible land exchange interests in an 


attempt to consolidate BLM lands and proceed with OHV and other Agency objectives. Lack of 


BLM resources has limited further action on such a proposal. If the BLM chooses to manage for 


OHV use in this area, adequate resources must be allocated to pursue legitimate management 


options. 


 


OHV recreation is not a land management objective of LRT or many private forest landowners. If 


the BLM chooses to pursue managing this recreation activity, it must recognize the inherent 


potential for conflict with adjacent landowners such activities will create. Prior to even proposing 


OHV recreation areas, BLM must meet with nearby landowners to evaluate feasibility of a 


successful project. If the BLM will not or cannot dedicate adequate resources to meet with 


landowners to explore options, it is not realistic or fair to expect private landowners to support 


development of this recreation activity. The BLM would be serving the public better focusing its 


limited financial resources in other pursuits. 


 


Rights-of-Way Agreements 


 


Managing the checkerboard ownership of BLM and private forest lands in western Oregon relies 


on a series of reciprocal rights-of-way (R/W) agreements documenting the obligations and rights of 


each party. LRT has several reciprocal rights-of-way with the BLM. The agreements are complex 


and detailed requiring dedicated staff to manage, coordinate and implement the obligations of each 


party. Successful management of these agreements results in efficient and effective land 


management activities allowing for a variety of objectives to be met. When the obligations 


described in the agreements are not upheld, resources can be compromised and objectives not met. 


Specifically roads can become liabilities and threats to resource protection as well as hindrances to 


forest management goals. Delays and complications result in increased costs and/or lost 


opportunities. LRT operations are routinely delayed or see costs increased due to complications 


with a R/W agreement with the BLM. Such outcomes negatively impact the BLM and the private 


landowner as well as local communities. 


 







As part of its RMP process, the BLM must recognize the importance of its reciprocal rights-of-way 


program to meet any number of other land management objectives. The R/W program should be 


prioritized accordingly with resources dedicated to assist with projects such as transferring 


agreements into digital formats accessible to agreement holders; adhering to obligations of each 


agreement including calculating road use fees and providing adequate road maintenance; training 


BLM staff on obligations associated with R/W agreements. Accurately prioritizing the importance 


of this program within the scope of BLM planning will allow for efficient implementation of other 


land management activities focused on environmental, social and economic outcomes. 


 


Infrastructure 


 


BLM lands have an obligation to contribute to local economies and local communities. Regardless 


if measuring that obligation in economic, environmental or social metrics, maintaining and 


improving BLM infrastructure is critical to meeting that task. Roads and the infrastructure 


associated with them (culverts, bridges, surface, ditches, etc.) are critical for forest management 


activities, recreation opportunities, fire protection, and wildlife management. The costs associated 


with managing the extensive BLM infrastructure is significant and requires developing new 


accounting systems and support to achieve success. The BLM must work with its local 


communities, fire protection districts, and reciprocal rights-of-way holders to investigate 


alternative funding mechanisms to address infrastructure needs. The funding “problems” are 


known, it is time for the BLM to look internally and externally for creative means to assure roads 


are environmentally adequate, safe and functional now and into the future. Identifying this as a 


priority during the RMP process is necessary. 


 


LRT appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments. 


 


Sincerely, 


 


 
 


Jake Gibbs 


Director of External Affairs 
      






