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Attached are comments on proposed RMP Revisions for Western Oregon BLM 
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July 3, 2012BLM P.O Box 2965Portland, OR 97208Subject: RMP Revision, Western OregonComment:Contained herein are my comments regarding the preparation of a new Resource Management Plan for Western Oregon.The appropriate scale for the Plan is one that addresses issues of concern on an ecosystem-wide basis.  The working assumption should place emphasis on restoring ecosystem functions where impaired, while at the same time preventing any further impairment.  Social concerns are also of obvious importance and should not be perceived as being in competition with ecosystem goals.With this working assumption in mind, I'd like to specify these issues of concern that should be addressed in the RMP, with restoring wide-scale ecosystem functioning as the long term goal, while also identifying site specific areas targeted for meeting restoration objectives:1.  The RMP should ensure that remaining old-growth forests are protected -- which aims also at protecting also old-growth dependent species.  Protecting existing spotted owl habitat should be a high priority, as well as moving forward with deliberate measures to implement spotted owl recovery plans.  Management priorities should focus on implementing standards and guidelines that aim at protecting and restoring not only spotted owls but all forest dependent terrestrialspecies.  In addition, emphasis should be given to old-growth forest restoration, namely by refraining from logging identified second growth areas that have high potential for eventually meeting old-growth.2.  Forest health, especially the wide ranging and severely damaged mid-elevation forests, should be given high priority.  Restoration of lower and mid-elevation forests require implementation of forest practices that aim to restore multi-aged forests with tree species wide representation, along with openings to encourage expanded meadows, though the approach should be gradual, or there are risks to an increase in brush and thus increasing fire risk.  Recognizing limited BLM funding, the RMP should identify lower and mid-elevation forests most in need of restoration.Related to this is the need to address the forest at the community/forest interface.  Emphasis here must be given to reducing risk of wildfire that poses threats to forest communities.  This stand density reduction emphasis at the community/forest interface should take precedent over forest restoration as described in the above paragraph.  The BLM should not move forward with forest restoration projects such as that of the East West Junction Project vert near Cave Junction, Oregon, that increases risk of wildfire and thus risks to nearby communities.  Instead attention to forest thinning to reduce fire in nearby forest communities needs much greater emphasis.3.  The RMP should ensure that the aquatic health concerns are given very high priority for purposes of fish protection and restoration, for improving water quality, improving recreational opportunities, and protecting and improving upon municipal water supplies.  In this vein, the BLM should give high priority to reducing sources of impairment to aquatic health and water quality.  This would include emphasis on the transportation system by addressing, among other concerns, roads as sources of sediment delivery to streams, abusive ATV practices that impair streams, damage soils by pioneering new trails, etc., while spoiling outdoor enthusiasts experience, whether they be horseback riders, hikers, fishers, etc.In general, emphasis should be given to restoration of salmon and native aquatic species.  Focus should be place on moving forward with an aquatic conservation strategy that places a high premium on riparian conditions, road obliteration/culvert removal, gating unneeded roads, etc.4.  The RMP also needs to address impairment of stream habitats as a result of historic and ongoing mining in fish bearing streams and tributaries to these streams.  The RMP should specify mining (including suction dredging) standards and guidelines that place emphasis on species restoration and water quality, while also reducing existing priority given to the Mining Act of 1872.  The social benefits from improved water quality and enhanced recreational opportunities from growing fish populations should not take a back seat to the private interests of mining companies and individual miners.ConclusionIn general, the RMP should contain objectives and goals that aim to restore all ESA listed species as well as other species of environmental concern, including the forest and aquatic habitats that these species depend on for sustainability.Donald Smith5685 Westside Rd.Cave Junction, OR 97523


