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My wife and I live in Southern Oregon on 80 acres in the Applegate Valley. We are very much impacted by what BLM does in our region, from logging, road building, fuels treatments, Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) use, etc. I was born and raised in Oregon and have been blessed to live on this property for 35 years. Every acre we see is BLM managed lands including the steep hillsides across the Applegate River where the recent Pilot Joe project was just implemented. More than half of the land in our valley is public land and BLM is our neighbor on 3 sides of our property.  I use and recreate on BLM lands frequently. I would hope my opinions backed by years of experience dealing with issues related to BLM activities could have some impact.


The last WOPR was abysmal and we are pleased it finally died. What a waste of taxpayer’s money! This new round of planning is an opportunity for BLM to get it “right” but the past track record leaves little but hope. In many respects I see BLM as a gigantic tanker that seems to take forever to make a positive correction to its course. However I do see some progress in the last 15 years where it appears BLM is really trying to care for our forests rather than the singular extraction mentality that has dominated the agency for so long. The majority of the comments in the last WOPR supported change towards conservation and restoration. BLM got a black eye when science was ignored and the agency sided with industry against public opinion. I have hopes this newer course would prevail but I realize all gains can be lost with a single administration change. 


FOREST MANAGEMENT


Although these comments are most specific to the southern Oregon area, most of the messages are applicable across all BLM lands. Protection of species that depend on older forests and the retention of all old trees of all species are very important for the success of this plan. Spotted owl habitat and dispersal areas should be increased with no incidental take of spotted owls tolerated. 


Clear-cuts are eyesores that destroy a healthy forest and replace it with a monoculture tree farm, like a corn field on a hillside. They frequently are used by private industry throughout Oregon. We are thankful BLM has stopped most versions of this practice in southern Oregon. The Medford District BLM has learned clear-cuts in our drier area of southern Oregon have a variety of ills including social distain and difficulty successfully replanting these devastated areas. Clear-cuts also have a negative economic impact on tourism. We avoid some highways (example: Hwy 42) that lead to the coast from Roseburg or the Willamette Valley because it upsets us so much seeing all the clear-cuts. We prefer spending our money on Hwy 199 down the Smith River as it is so much prettier with few visible clear-cuts along the entire route. A total ban on clear-cuts on BLM managed lands is our preference.

PILOT PROJECTS


The recent Pilot Joe project (to be followed by Pilot Thompson) based on the Franklin/Johnson plan has some merits. BLM needs to continue these innovative approaches to forestry while recognizing they are experiments that need adjustments as the data comes in. Pilot Joe moved forward rapidly and sold easily (at 4 times the estimated bid) with little resistance due to a number of reasons. One of the primary reasons it sold was because it was more acceptable by our community and faced no legal challenges. The community, industry and environmentalists were invited to participate in a number of ways. We were kept informed, the project had some novel new ideas (retaining all older trees, skips and gaps), there was no new road construction and it provided adequate LSEAs for species dependent on older forests. It also reaped a lot timber from the areas that were treated. Although there are some issues that should be addressed, overall the process was better than anything else the BLM has done on the logging front for a long time.

ACEC’s, WILD LANDS & WILDERNESS

We were disappointed at BLM’s unwillingness to give ACEC status to many deserving areas in the failed 2008 WOPR. We feel BLM did not give many of those nominations an honest evaluation. In particular, I am championing the 6000 acre Wellington Wild Lands as a candidate for protection. The following was taken from my letter to the Medford District BLM office on 12-1-05:


The purpose of this letter is to once again nominate Wellington Mountain as an Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) as necessary under the Western Oregon Plan Revisions (WOPR).  


PREVIOUS NOMINATIONS


Wellington Mountain was first brought to BLM’s attention in a report titled “A Special Area in the Middle Applegate” dated 7-20-99.  That report was quickly followed by the original nomination for ACEC status on 8-12-99 (Appleseed EA comments).  It was again formerly nominated on 3-3-00 by this author along with numerous environmental groups signing on.  Then on 8/5/01, this 5800 acre area was again brought to BLM’s attention when it was nominated as Wilderness Study Area (WSA).  Recently (10-21-05), this 5800 acres was nominated by Klamath Siskiyou Wild and other environmental groups for a Wilderness Study Area and it was also featured on page 106 of “Oregon Wild, Endangered Forest Wilderness” written by Andy Kerr and the Oregon Natural Resources Council. This 5800 acres has also been known as “Wellington Wild Lands” and by your office as the “Middle Applegate ACEC”
.


This wild area in the Middle Applegate Valley has been brought to BLM’s attention numerous times in various forms. Known locally as the Wellington Wild Lands (WWL) and more accurately inventoried at 6000 acres this area was again nominated in early 2011 for “Wild Lands” status per Secretary Salazar’s directive 3310. Six months later this directive was watered down but not rescinded. This contiguous block of BLM land is unusual for BLM managed lands and contains the last 2 of 3 remaining un-entered watersheds in the entire Ashland Resource Area. 


Long Gulch, at 1063 acres, is one of those un-entered watersheds and has been repeatedly nominated as an ACEC starting as early as 1992. It meets the relevance and importance requirements in three categories: 1). Contains a large component of old growth conifers (300+ acres), 2). Has documented pair of spotted owls, and 3). Has a trellised stream pattern (an unusual geological feature). Long Gulch was identified as #105 in the 2007 DEIS, volume III, page 1319. 

The second un-entered watershed in WWL is Balls Branch (adjacent to Long Gulch), which also has spotted owls and a large component of old growth (300+ acres).  These two drainages surrounding Wellington Butte are the basis of a 6000 acre wilderness that has no comparison in southern Oregon.  This should be all that is required to keep them from being treated like most of the other lands BLM has “managed” in Oregon.

The 5 ½ mile northeastern boundary of the Wellington Wild Lands is significant for two other reasons: 1). The ridge/boundary is also part of the proposed Applegate Ridge Trail (ART)(see below) and, 2). This is part of the southwestern boundary of the proposed Timber Mtn./Johns Peak OHV Emphasis Area (see below).


The WWL has tremendous local support in our valley, especially from those residents who are adjacent or close to it. An attempt to log half of it in a BLM timber sale/thinning project called Ferris Bugman was a huge influence as to why that timber never sold. It was offered repeatedly and mixed with other sales but BLM could not sell it. It was too controversial, was protested and had an immediate legal challenge when first offered. Back to the social issues that BLM has mostly ignored in the past. This new plan has the opportunity to fix it this trend. It is up to BLM to correct this or expect continued conflict.

There is one other area in the Ashland Resource area located on the Little Applegate River called Dakubetede that deserves protection. Part of this area was identified as #94 in the 2007 DEIS, volume III, page 1318. This is the only other significant wild area on BLM lands in the Applegate basin and it contains the 3rd remaining un-entered watershed in the Ashland Resource Area. The failed WOPR would have given little protection to any candidate that might pass the rigid ACEC criteria as BLM still maintained the area was slated for timber production first. Again, this plan gives BLM the opportunity to remedy this injustice. 


The appropriate designation for the 6000 acre Wellington Wild Lands would be “Wilderness”. Long Gulch could still be an ACEC contained within the WWL. This area deserves an honest inventory and analyze by BLM to move the process forward. Since there is nothing like this left in southern Oregon, one can hope BLM can recognize this asset and protect it.

MULTIPLE USES

BLM must also manage O&C lands for a variety of recreational opportunities. Far too much emphasis was placed on OHV use in the failed WOPR and the BLM appears to have provided great deference to the desires of OHV enthusiasts. This go around needs to adequately address the other non-motorized recreation uses such as hiking, biking, equestrian, bird watching, photography, hunting, etc. These combined non-motorized uses far outweigh the motorized component and they do little damage to the landscape. In contrast, the OHV use on public lands is one of the most damaging and controversial issues BLM is forced to deal with. It is time for BLM to recognize all the positive values associated with non-motorized use and give these activities equal consideration.


APPLEGATE RIDGE TRAIL & JACK-ASH TRAIL


A proposal by the Applegate Trails Association (ATA) a 501(c)3 non-profit, was presented to BLM in early 2012. ATA proposed to create the Applegate Ridge Trail (ART), a 45 mile non-motorized ridge-top trail from Jacksonville to Grants Pass. This proposed trail is almost entirely on BLM lands and would connect to the proposed Jack-Ash Trail, to run from Jacksonville to Ashland and on to the Pacific Crest Trail (PCT). The Jack-Ash Trail is being championed by another local non-profit, the Siskiyou Upland Trail Association (SUTA). These primarily ridge-top trails and the connector trails will make a wonderful local hiking, biking and equestrian trail system overlooking the Applegate and Rogue Valleys. 


BLM has little to offer the residents of the Applegate Valley desiring non-motorized recreation. There are two exceptions: 1) The short Enchanted Forest Trail is an un-official non-motorized trail off the end of Slagle Creek and is a connector to the ART. This trail is quite popular and deserves a proper non-motorized designation. 2) The second one is the 22 mile Sterling Mine Ditch Trail. This historic trail had been designated non-motorized for some time but due to a lack of maintenance it was impassable for much of its distance. The Sterling Mine Ditch Trail, a connector trail to the Jack-Ash Trail, was recently cleared and re-opened by SUTA volunteers in cooperation with BLM. This is just another example of how partnerships with local organizations can get a lot of positive things done. But we need cooperation from BLM. The non-motorized community should not have to fight for and bargain with the OHV community for every mile of trail. They don’t own those trails; they just make a bigger mark wherever they go. A hiker’s credo is to leave no trace.

OFF HIGHWAY VEHICLES (OHVs)


Rampant trail creation by the OHV users has touched nearly every corner of our state. There are untold user created trails in our valley that continue to erode every time it rains. Ruts ten feet wide and waist deep created by motorcycles and erosion can be found on many a steep hillside. Although the Medford District BLM tries to close and rehabilitate some of these hill climbs, others remain and the new trail creation continues anywhere they can ride. It is without a doubt one of the hottest topics in our valley. Generally most of us are here for “the peace and quiet”. One motorcycle with a modified exhaust system (the louder the better?) affects so many with so little effort, just a twist of the throttle. It is a fair chance the rider doesn’t live here, he came here to play. He is probably unaware his form of recreation tears up the earth and grates on the locals nerves all along the 40 mile loop he just rode in a few hours.  


BLM complains there are not enough funds for adequate enforcement and I surmise there is very little to enforce due to the existing policies and laws. The present policy of “Open unless posted closed” must be reversed. The policy for all OHV use on public lands (off a road) must be changed to “Closed unless posted open”. All OHVs should be required to have an easily readable visible tag and comply with strict decibel limits on the exhaust system.

This restriction of OHV use on public lands would require the creation of sacrifice areas such as the proposed Timber Mountain/Johns Peak OHV Recreational Area in the urban interface near Jacksonville, Oregon. This controversial plan has been submitted twice by BLM and has met with a barrage of criticism and resistance. The TM/JP plan was based on historical use in an area of limited BLM ownership (typical checkerboard pattern) designating 16,250 acres with no map and a sentence in the 1995 RMP. Unfortunately in order to comply with this very inflated figure BLM had to include thousands of private parcels in their boundary. Imagine retiring on your rural property to find BLM has placed you in the middle of a designated OHV Emphasis Area! And there was nothing in this proposed plan for any of the other types of recreational uses.


Recently the Medford BLM has tried a new approach in an effort to move a new TM/JP Recreational plan forward by using the services of a professional mediation firm. There has been 5 (out of a planned 6) open meetings held in 2012 with various representatives from 5 different factions (impacted landowners, industry lands, motorized community, non-motorized community and environmentalists). It is hopeful this professional mediated process may result in a more realistic sized recreation area that has a focus on OHV use but still designates trails for other non-motorized uses. Most of all, this plan must be acceptable to the local residents who ultimately deal with the issues associated with OHV use in their backyards (fire danger, noise, trespass, litter, erosion, dumping, shooting, attitudes, etc.). 


The 2008 WOPR would have created 13 OHV Emphasis Areas in Medford District. This is an excessive number and some areas like Anderson Butte are better suited to other uses than sacrificing it to OHV use. Ferris Gulch is another area that should be removed from consideration and I am sure there are others. One must remember the checkerboard pattern of BLM ownership. Every other mile is privately owned in most cases. No other district had so many OHV Emphasis Areas. There is a valid perception BLM is bowing to pressure from the OHV community. The proposed official designation of so many recently user created trails for OHV use in these proposed emphasis areas is an ongoing complaint voiced by the local communities impacted by these proposals. 

This new plan is an opportunity to give the other recreational users equal rights in our forests and corral the motorized terror in our forests.


SUSTAINABLE TIMBER


For decades timber from BLM managed lands in southern Oregon was being harvested at an un-sustainable rate. Fortunately the rate of harvest has declined in the past decade. Any increase the rate of cut without proper restraint could negate any progress we have made concerning the health of our forests. BLM needs to recognize there is a vast difference between the different districts and the abilities of these areas to grow commercial timber at sustainable rates.  To create a blanket plan applicable to the Willamette Valley, Roseburg area, Rogue Valley area and the Klamath Falls area is ignoring the role climate plays over this mostly mountainous region. In the Applegate Valley (west of Medford), we do not grow trees as fast or as easily as areas to the north like Roseburg or Eugene due to the semi-arid nature of our valley. The low annual precipitation (approximately 20”), also has a big impact on the ability to successfully replant trees in clear-cuts. Climate models predict a drier Oregon in the future. Should this be the trend then we can expect many changes in the forests. This RMP should attempt to address these potential climate changes. 

O&C ACT


The O&C Act is out of touch with our times.  It was created to benefit timber companies and our county governments.  I will support any legislation or legal action that will take this act head on and am looking forward to a legal challenge that will halt BLM’s cozy relationship with the timber industry. But the recent DeFazio/Walden plan to put 1.5 million acres into a timber trust is an awful idea! Better the devil you know…….

The act provides that 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 [sic] 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”. 

Some timber interests contend that BLM must manage the O&C lands under a timber-first mandate, drawing from the permanent forest production goal set out in the O&C Act.  Fortunately BLM has long recognized that it must manage the O&C lands for multiple purposes both to comply with the O&C Act and its duties under other laws.  Under the NWFP, BLM has been trying to manage these lands to comply with all applicable laws, including the O&C Act.


Under the Act, O&C lands “shall be managed . . . for permanent forest production,” but subject to other constraints. Permanent forest production is not necessarily the same thing as commercial logging.  A 1979 Interior Solicitor memo states that forest production need not be for commercial use. The forest production could be to protect watersheds, stream flows, or recreation.  Interior Solicitor Memo (August 27, 1979) says the goal of the timber production is to promote economic stability of local communities.  In the O&C Act, Congress intended to prevent boom and bust logging from generating economic instability.  Congress did not support maximum timber production for short-term gain – it sought to institute long-term sustainability.  To achieve these goals, BLM must promote community stability, by promoting thinning over clear-cutting and shifting some areas of the forest to conservation. Protecting watersheds and stream flow supports establishing safeguards like those embodied in the Aquatic Conservation Strategy of the Northwest Forest Plan. 

The outcome of this plan should emphasize forest restoration as the best way to ensure community stability.

NORTHWEST FOREST PLAN


The environmental protections found in the current Northwest Forest Plan and the Regional Management Plans should be preserved as a minimum to meet the ecological needs of our region.  But I don’t feel they go far enough to protect endangered species as the northwest spotted owl numbers continue to decline. Most of that is due to logging which continually reduces the available suitable dispersal habitat. The NW Forest Plan was an integrated plan that included both BLM lands and the Forest Service Lands. Both agencies must continue to embrace the principals outlined in the plan. 


TRANSPORTATION PLAN & NEW ROADS


The Medford District BLM does not have a transportation plan in place. Management of this extensive road system is still done in a piece meal fashion with a limited budget. It is time for a district wide transportation plan that addresses all of the issues related to roads.


The building of new roads is one of the most destructive practices BLM engages in.  In the past every thinning/logging project proposed in the Applegate Valley was accompanied by the building of more new roads. The building of any additional new roads is socially unacceptable. Road densities are very high in our area and there are a variety of negative impacts with each mile. Timber sales with proposed new roads are vigorously opposed and we will continue to resist new road construction in our backyards. 


Helicopter logging is a socially acceptable way to remove trees from stands to far from a road to log by conventional means. Although helicopter logging is more expensive up front, compared to the long term cost of a new road it is still a bargain. Aerial logging is also a lot easier on the forest, significantly reduces the need to treat the logging slash and has a number of benefits. If it isn’t economical to helicopter log at this time then wait until it is. Don’t try to rush things by proposing another new road extension.

TARGET PRACTICE/SHOOTING


It is time for the BLM to address the growing problem of target practice/shooting in the urban-wildland interface. Currently the BLM policy is to allow unrestricted shooting on BLM lands. This is not safe and to illustrate, I recently recovered a spent bullet from the gutter of my barn roof. We also found a 9 mm round imbedded in the roof of my wife’s rental, located in rural Grants Pass. Hardly a day goes by that we do not hear gunfire from our home. It is crazy out there and hiking on public lands can seem dangerous some times. This unrestricted shooting is directed at pretty much anything but all signs and discarded appliances are favorites. Most flat spots in our steep mountains are littered with spent brass, shotgun shells, beer cans and an unbelievable variety of shot up man made items. There seems to be little thought by the shooters as to how far a bullet can travel. 

BLM quarries are always favored places to shoot firearms. There is one two miles up the canyon from our home. But poor planning placed piles of gravel on the outside edge overlooking the canyon. The broken beer bottles on the top of the pile means the shooters were lobbing bullets onto the residents of Humbug Creek. Is it just a matter of time before someone gets hit by a stray bullet? Would that move BLM to take action? 


I am not suggesting we ban all shooting on BLM lands but it is time to identify specific target practice areas for safe shooting. These areas should not be on ridges where the sound and stray bullets will affect so many more residents. There are a number of places that could work and cooperation with the local gun enthusiasts and gun shops could help identify those locations. Each potential location must be carefully analyzed as to the impact on the local residents. Signage, enforcement and education are all key components of a safe and successful outcome. Be sure you make your signs super heavy duty as they will be shot.

IN CONCLUSION


BLM should emphasize forest restoration as the best way to ensure community stability.  This agency can meet the social and economic objectives of the O&C Act by focusing their efforts on forest restoration which includes thinning dense stands of trees on public lands and thinning of tree farms created by clear-cuts. Innovative new experiments such as Pilot Joe (based on Jerry Franklin/Norm Johnson) may hold the key to future. The Northwest Forest Plan gave us late-successional reserves, key watersheds, riparian reserves and adaptive management areas along with survey and manage and the aquatic conservation strategy.  We need to retain all of these features and if anything, strengthen them.


BLM needs to recognize the other values in our forests besides timber such as recreation, wildlife habitat, watershed protection for clean water, etc.  I suspect the counties realize financial rewards in the form of tourism that overshadows the more easily measured dollars contributed by timber receipts.  Irresponsible logging or eroded motorcycle ruts are not what the tourists come to see nor is it what we locals want in our forests. 


Thank you,


Sincerely,


David P. Calahan & Barbara Kostal-Calahan

11,000 Hwy. 238


Applegate, OR 97530


541-899-1226

� To avoid confusion all references to Middle Applegate ACEC or WSA will be referred to as Wellington Wild Lands for the balance of this document.
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