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Scoping Comments on the Western Oregon BLM Resource Management Plan 
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by 

Samantha Chirilllo, M.S., M.P.A. 
937 Monroe St
Eugene, OR 97402
(541) 543-1253
samantha@forestryrestoration.org 

The following are my own personal comments, based on my knowledge and many visits, even recent, to Western OR BLM forests.

1. Use a fair and open process in developing the Plan. Use a formal collaborative community process, not just focus groups, not just 

2. Open all locked gates. Give the public access to all of its land. Signage to warn the public of hazards is good. Off-road motorized vehicles should be restricted to areas already used by these vehicles or a less area if restoration of soils is needed in some such areas.  

3. Involve agency foresters in every step of the process.  

4. Make all auctions on sales, projects, etc. by sealed bid only. 
 
5. Practice true sustained yield. Sustain all components of forest ecosystems. Value overall ecosystem biodiversity as much as tree age in all decisions.   

6. Do not remove nonmerchantable timber or biomass left after any sale or project from the forest. Burn in place or scatter. 

7. Quantify impact of all sales, projects, etc. on 100-year net carbon storage. 

I also agree with the comments generated out of Commissioner Handy’s Forest Conversations and have copied them directly below to be entered in the record:

Collecting input and writing the plan:
-- Use a formal collaborative community process, not just focus groups, not just an agency internal project
-- Use a deep consensus-building process involving a full spectrum of political, economic, environmental, social, and geographic interests
-- Listen deeply and respectfully to plan critics and potential critics around the spectrum of interets and concerns
-- Support constructive interaction and conflict resolution among plan critics and potential critics, rather than trying to carry all conflict resolution on the agency's own shoulders
-- Seek real long-term win-win solutions, not just proximate political compromises

Important things that should be considered in the EIS and RMP:
-- The short term and long term carbon footprint of each alternative
-- The short term and long term ecological impact of various level of thinning
-- The ecological impact of decommissioning logging roads
-- What are the maximum feasible options for salmon habitat and watershed restoration?
-- What are the maximum feasible options for overall ecological restoration?
-- How can best practices in stewardship contracting be applied in western oregon forests?
-- What is the medium term potential for sustainable economic benefits from recreation as opposed to timber harvesting?
-- Incorporate the true spirit and details of the Council on Environmental quality draft guidance on climate change in NEPA processes - not the erroneous prevailing BLM mis-construction of that guidance - as a minimum standard

Economic elements I would like to see in the plan:
-- Create actual economic benefits available to rural residents, not payments to county governments
-- Engineer economic benefits specific to small entities, rather than for large timber companies
-- Focus timber harvest activities in ways that increase the public value per board foot, not just the number of board feet
-- Develop revenue streams from intact forest for carbon sequestration and for other ecosystems services
-- Win-win solutions will be those in which intact forest supports revenue, building synergy across strategies like non-motorized recreation, ecosystems services payments, and sustainable low-impact harvest of non-timber forest products.

Environmental outcomes I wish to see in the plan:
-- Plan for true long-term sustainability of the native forest, watersheds, and related ecosystems and species
-- Completely preserve critical habitat for threatened and endangered (T&E) species
-- No logging of old trees anywhere, defined as trees more than 75 years old
-- No logging in previously unlogged native forest
-- Create strict and substantive protection of riparian corridors, pocket wetlands, and remaining native uplands


 


