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Dear BLM Planners: 

Please find the RMP Scoping Comments of the Conservation Committee of 
Umpqua Watersheds, Inc. attached. 

Thank you, 

Joseph Patrick Quinn 
Chair, Conservation Committee 
Member (though not speaking for) the Executive Council of the 
Coquille Watershed Assoc., Coquille 
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Joseph Patrick Quinn


Chair, Conservation Committee


Umpqua Watersheds, Inc.


P.O. Box 101


Roseburg, OR, 97470
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July 5, 2012


SCOPING COMMENTS:  RMP FOR WESTERN OREGON


What is the appropriate scale and scope of the plan?


The Plan should consider the lands administered by the BLM in Western Oregon.  In addition, an important aspect of such consideration must be the condition of the surrounding landscape and all of its watersheds, public and private.  Given the continued pace of clear cut harvest on private lands, with its attendant aerial herbicide applications, slash burning, road building and resultant erosion into our streams and rivers and negative impacts to wildlife, the Bureau must remain mindful of the importance of those intact forest holdings it is charged to manage.  Often, too often, these remnant sections are themselves islands of biodiversity in a sterile sea of clearcuts and monoculture plantations.


What new or innovative ideas should BLM consider in this planning process?


The BLM, in its planning process, can seek a true collaboration with the concerned citizens of Oregon and the nation.  Such a “meeting of the minds” would become a forum wherein all participants are empowered to offer creative input and entertain the real possibility that such input would, at least in part, be reflected in the final plan.  The studied opinions of the conservation and other communities of interest would be given equal weight with the interests of the timber industry and its supporters in local, state and national government. An already functioning model for such a democratic collaboration are the numerous Watershed Councils and Associations that currently operate under the umbrella of the Oregon Watershed Enhancement Board (OWEB).


If early seral, meadows, oak/pine savannas are a desired management outcome, actions to achieve them ought to be undertaken in the very youngest, lowest value plantations.  Where commercial thinning is indicated, the “patch” method should be followed, whereby heavy and light thins and “skips” are incorporated so as to mimic natural diversity. Large, legacy trees, snag patches, seeps and other significant natural features should be preserved.  Hardwoods and other, less commercial species should receive consideration.


In general, post management monitoring has not been carried through in the past.  Monitoring to assess for the achievement ( or not) of desired goals and accumulation of important data to help guide future actions are absolutely necessary for forest health and most economic use of resources and budgets.


What is the appropriate mix of old, mid-aged, and young forests on BLM lands?


BLM planners should strive to move away from the even-age plantation paradigm so evident on the landscapes of Western Oregon, today. Surely, this condition is over represented, and its continued, widespread existence is ensured, by harvests conducted on private timber lands under the aegis of the outdated Oregon Forest Practices Act.  The healthiest, most biodiverse and resilient forests are those with a wide mix of age classes, including standing and down snags, less commercial conifer species and hardwoods.  Regardless of how such relatively intact, remnant stands are zoned under current plans, they ought to be preserved as the critical, now exceptional, germ of future sylvan restoration.


Planners need to be mindful of the “historic range of variability” inherent in a landscape rather than trying to emulate the forest condition of one particular point in time.


How can BLM provide habitat for fish and wildlife and contribute to the recovery of Endangered Species Act listed species?


All suitable habitat for Endangered Species remaining on BLM holdings should be protected and maintained.  Restoration of degraded BLM lands to such suitable condition should always be a planning priority.  Again, it is critical that planners remain aware of the degraded habitat existing on the private industrial timberlands that often surround BLM forests.  This unfortunate condition adds enormous importance to protecting these stands for threatened and endangered species, since private lands make virtually no contribution toward the preservation and restoration of these beleaguered creatures.


How should BLM manage forests to protect property and ensure our forests are fire resilient?


Existing stands of old growth forest should be protected.  Attention should be paid to nearby monoculture stands of closely packed plantations, which, in the event of wind-driven wildfire, might well present a threat to such critical, mid to late seral habitat and not so much the other way around. Continued, careful thinning of existing BLM plantations might also help to reduce fire hazard, most especially where BLM lands abut dwellings.  Here, care should be taken to ensure that pruning, precommercial and commercial thinning on those Federal ownerships has been accomplished in a timely manner.  However, extensive logging as a fire prevention regime in remote areas is uncalled for.  Recall that, historically,  occasional fire is an intrinsic part of the natural regime in Western Oregon.  Indeed, fire should be a key restoration tool in remote areas, in the late season.


How should BLM-administered lands be managed to contribute to clean water and safe drinking water?


Again, restoration forestry and not “quick cash” should be the guiding principle going forward. The degradation of our many watersheds by misguided short rotation clear cut harvests on private timber lands have, in past decades, and continue to gravely imperil the integrity of these landscapes and the water that issues from them. In a recent opinion, NOAA determined that riparian restoration by Oregon Watershed Councils was being outpaced by upland degradation due to industrial clearcut harvest practices. The BLM ought not to consider or undertake any action which would exacerbate this undesirable situation.  Rather, the bureau should do all in its power to mitigate the harm currently being inflicted on our water ways and their sources by misguided and outdated forest practices.


What types of recreation opportunities should there be more of or less of on BLM lands?


Given the vast network of existing roads in and adjacent to BLM forest lands, more roads should be added only when the need is extreme.  The Bureau should take no actions that would encourage the increased use of off road vehicles, off road, on its holdings. Rather, every effort should be made to maintain and expand the hiking/biking/horseback trails that currently exist.  Established recreation sites should be maintained for the benefit and enjoyment of the public. (Unlike last year's disgraceful closure of the Bear Creek Recreation Site by the Coos Bay District.)


How can BLM lands contribute to local economies and support local communities?


It is long past time when the BLM and other Federal forest management agencies first consider the economic and social value, long term, of intact, fully functioning watersheds.  Such consideration would exist in sharp contrast to the short rotation, clear cut, herbicide, monoculture paradigm so prevalent on private industrial timberlands today and on BLM holdings, in the past.  Biodiversity, clean air and water, carbon sequestration to ameliorate global warming:  these represent true, long term value over against the “fast cash”  policy of Real Estate Investment Trusts and many other industrial forest land ownerships.  Consider the impoverished condition of communities, around the globe, whose watersheds have been degraded by unwise management practices carried out to achieve short term profit.


Continually, one is made aware of the fiscal plight of the O & C counties.  Planners should bear in mind that under Oregon's current forest revenue paradigm, industrial timber owners no longer pay severance tax, or “stumpage” as it is sometimes called.  Ownerships over 5000 acres pay a fraction of the amount they were wont to under the now defunct Privilege Tax system.  If the affected Federal lands were taxed at a rate comparable to the tax levied upon private industrial timber lands, payments to counties would be far, far less than what they have been in even these past few years, when federal in-lieu-of grants have been diminished, yearly. What a sweet heart deal for the Real Estate Investment Trusts (REITS) and other large holders of Oregon timberlands!  Ironically, small holders (less than 5000 acres) are still subject to the severance tax.


While local mills claim a shortage of Federal logs, in the past few years, thinning sales on the Roseburg District have had to be withdrawn and offered again before attracting a buyer.  And it is important to keep in mind that district ASQ's have been largely met or even exceeded in some years by means of needed commercial thinning; some “log jam”!  At the same time, many private timberland owners have harvested their trees and shipped them, unprocessed, to foreign markets, again, largely untaxed.  The state and counties need revenue?  Clearly, instead of holding the Federal forest lands hostage for increased funding, private industrial forests should be taxed equitably.  By any measure they are not now.  And yes, Federal ownership in Western Oregon is considerable.  However, private industrial ownerships are, as well, and very often are located on the most productive timber producing sites.


Please Note:


The above points are only a brief overview from the volunteers of the Conservation Committee at Umpqua Watersheds, Inc. (UW)  A  more extensive and detailed set of restoration principles is currently being finalized by the Restoration Committee of UW.  








