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TO: District Manager, Bureau of Land Management, Medford District

FROM: Jim Clover and Annette Parsons, residents, Applegate Valley, Ashland Resource Area
DATE: July 4, 2012

RE: RMP Revision Comments

A. Regarding Recreation and Recreation Opportunity Management:

1)

2)

3)

4)

The former RMPs have focused far too heavily on motorized recreation opportunities, leading to the
detriment and loss of quiet forest and back country opportunities for non-motorized users.
Statistics indicate that non-motorized users outnumber motorized recreationists in public forested
lands, yet the BLM continues to allow the well-funded motorized users and their rich and powerful
lobbyists to dictate their desires on public land recreational use. Non-motorized users are being
squeezed out of our public lands with fewer areas to safely and serenely enjoy the public lands
without fear of hearing, seeing, or encountering noisy, smelly, polluting OHVs. In some cases, these
encounters have led to very dangerous situations; at least one case involved the death of a horse,
when it had to be euthanized after sustaining serious injuries due to its being frightened by the loud,
fast-moving OHV. Thankfully, the rider was not hurt, but could easily have been. My wife has been
riding her horse on BLM lands when inconsiderate OHV riders refused to slow down when
proceeding past them on a dirt road, and her horse spun and bolted. She was able to get it under
control and was not hurt, but the potential for serious injury or death to horses and humans is high
in these situations. The new plan should NOT emphasize creation of more motorized use areas, but
rather, on limiting motorized use to a FEW well-selected, well-designed "sacrifice" areas only. This
will allow for more efficient enforcement.

Lack of enforcement is a huge problem with the situation as it currently exists. Even though
regulations specify use only during certain times of year, and only on roads and trails where not
expressly prohibited, many OHV riders do not observe these rules, increasing fire hazard, erosion
and trail damage, and destroying the recreational experience for other users.

Many user-defined OHV use trails exist that are in fragile or very steep areas that are not able to
sustainably support OHV use. These trails are illegal due to gradient, yet BLM continues to allow use
and even sanction them by allowing the motorized community to "claim" them on planning maps
and incorporate them into BLM's OHV plan areas. This is criminal. Non-motorized users work with
BLM staff and adhere to strict environmental regulations and BLM protocol for maintaining and
improving non-motorized use trails, even to the point of not being able to use hand tools to smooth
tread during rainy season, yet meanwhile, motorcycles continue to use many steep, eroded "chutes"
for their enjoyment, resulting in massive erosion, soil loss and sedimentation, and trail and resource
damage. These damaged trails are not even easily hikeable, let along rideable on a horse. It is time
the BLM gets serious about implementing its regulations upon the motorized users as well.

Considerations in designating motorized use areas MUST consider the suitability of the area for
sustainable motorized use, efficient and effective management and enforcement, minimizing
conflict with adjacent land users and non-motorized recreational users, and sustainable trail design
requiring minimal maintenance. Such areas do NOT exist in steep watersheds with fragile
ecosystems (meadows, riparian areas, high elevation or alpine areas) and salmonid fisheries and
water quality concerns. The do NOT exist in areas with a high degree of private land interface or
popular use by non-motorized users.





5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

Community involvement in designating motorized recreational use areas should involve all
recreational users, including hikers, equestrians, runners, bicyclists, not just motorized users, and
should also involve adjacent landowners and agencies with jurisdiction around water quality,
fisheries, and special status plant and animal species.

Shooting firearms on public lands MUST be controlled and enforced. The current policy of allowing
shooting anywhere on BLM lands is no longer safe nor valid, with more and more people using BLM
roads, trails, and lands for recreation and solace. Currently, almost every landing, quarry, or open
area long BLM roads is strewn with trash, broken glass and plastic, shotgun shells, bullet casings, etc.
due to target practice by groups and individuals who see it as their right to shoot at will, regardless
of where they are shooting or what they are shooting at, and who leave their trash and debris at the
site. Not only is this dangerous (I know of at least one horse who was seriously injured when being
ridden thru a popular target practice and trash dump area when it stepped on a nail that penetrated
its hoof sole.) | also know of several instances (one involving me, personally) when | have been
hiking or riding my horse on a public road or trail and have come upon people shooting for target
practice across a road, trail or landing, or shooting in a direction where a trail was on the slope
below. | have literally heard the "whiz" of bullets as they have flown over our heads while hiking in
a forested area from shooters up the slope.

There should be specifically identified target practice areas and shooting should be prohibited in all
other areas. These areas must be patrolled and enforced.

Regarding the timber management planning and implementation, we do not agree that riparian,
water quality and fish protection standards should be relaxed, as was proposed in the first WOPR.
Do not reduce the sizes of the riparian management zones, nor allow equipment or soil disturbing
activity in them. Require any and all new road construction on BLM lands to adhere strictly to
current aquatic conservation strategy standards, REGARDLESS OF WHEN any reciprocal right of way
agreements were developed. Allowing road construction under antiquated or non-existent road
construction standards from an earlier time is simply not upholding the stewardship requirement of
the BLM.

The current harvest methods being employed in the pilot projects are a huge improvement over
past practices and should be adopted as standard forest management practices for matrix lands,
with ongoing adaptations as necessary to protect sensitive resources and private property concerns.
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