
        
     

  

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

From: elayne2@frontiernet.net 
To: BLM_OR_RMPs_WesternOregon 
Subject: Comments to the Western Oregon BLM Resource Management Plan 
Date: Thursday, July 05, 2012 7:44:29 PM 
Attachments: RMP scoping comments.doc 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Please find our comments to the Western Oregon BLM Resource Management Plan 
attached: 

Sincerely, 

Elaine Wood 
Chair, Illinois Valley Section Sierra Club 
PO Box 670 
Selma, OR  97538 

Tom Dimitre 
Chair, Rogue Group Sierra Club 
84  4th Street 
Ashland, OR  97520 
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July 5, 2012


RMPs for Western Oregon
Bureau of Land Management
P.O. Box 2965
Portland, Oregon 97208


Please consider the following comments to the revision of the Western Oregon BLM Resource Management Plan.


We have conferred with and signed onto Deer Creek Association’s and Klamath Siskiyou Wildland Center’s scoping comments, and support Oregon Wild, Cascadia Wildlands, and Bark’s comments as well.  Without reiterating all their comments, we are adamant that BLM encourage the submission of, carefully read and seriously consider ALL community alternatives in detail. In particular, the Natural Selection Alternative has already been accepted as a legitimate NEPA Alternative for the South Deer Project in Selma.  It is obvious that BLM’s practices in silviculture and dealings with the public, particularly local residents, has been more than lacking.  

The Northwest Forest Plan is basically a good one and should not be dismissed all together.  It has protected our forest and ecosystems to some extent and has given us vital laws and guidelines to further protect our forests.  It took us away from the forest-massacres of the past and gave the public laws to stop BLM and the Forest Service from turning back to the old ways.  Apparently frustrated with the laws protecting the forests ecosystems, timber interests and agencies went overboard to “get the cut out” with the WOPR.  Don’t go there again.  It is time to challenge the assumption that “management” of natural community ecosystems can be sustainable. A paradigm shift in relationships is essential to address the issue of scope, as all other issues.  It is time to step out of the box. The above mentioned groups have given you alternatives to change the paradigm:  

We ask the following:


1. Serious Public Collaboration.  


2. Reread the O&C Act.  There are other priorities to consider besides logging.


3. Keep the successes and protective laws of the NFP, such as the Aquatic Conservation Strategy, Endangered species Act, Clean Water Act, FLPMA, etc.  


4. The Forest Ecosystems as a whole.  You cannot separate the pieces from the whole.  


5. We should not fragment the regional plan into divergent district-level plans, or revert back to a time of institutional failures that left our natural community ecosystems and watersheds severely degraded and headed to certain destruction, prior to a regional plan

6. Past logging mentality is dead and gone.  There are many, many other economic enterprises to fill the gap.

7. Treat the diversity of our forests as pieces of the whole puzzle.  Allowing the taking and extirpation of the Spotted Owl in one area (Southwestern Oregon) because there are still Spotted Owls in the Northwest somewhere is madness.  

8. Don’t hunt and kill the Barred Owl because your logging degraded the Spotted Owl habitat into Barred Owl habitat.  We are responsible and we shall pay.


9. Design the new RMP to include Global Warming/Climate Change.  

10. No more roads.  Decommission roads.


11. Trees feed the forest, and snags and debris are vital to the health and natural regeneration of the forest ecosystem.

12. Continuing the use of the PSQ/ASQ is counterproductive.  True forest health should drive the projects, not Congress and corporate directives based on budget needs.

13. Inject on the ground science, ground-truthing and research into silvicultural decisions on projects.


14. Consider cumulative impacts based on previous agency and private forest treatments.  Past BLM decisions didn’t seem to take into account impacts on surrounding and watershed forest ecosystems.

15. Demand updated Watershed analyses for all areas.  Everything needs to be scientifically re-visited.  No “drive by surveys” or estimations, please.

16. Continue Survey and Manage. 

17. No regeneration logging.


18. Cool it on the fire fear factor.  Encourage  treatment for defensible space for land owners.


19. Be cognizant of residents with COPD, asthma and lung ailments when considering any burning.  Bio Mass only encourages removal of too much slash.  Much of the slash can be reduced to forest ecosystem nutrients.

20. Obey the laws.  Agree with the public on definitions of words like:  sustainability, cumulative impacts/effects, forest health, fire fuels (all wood-based fuels can burn, but these “fuels” are also the food for life of a healthy forest ecosystem).


21. Don’t mess with Mother Nature.  She knows what she’s doing.   

The above recommendations are extremely important to the forest ecosystems and our human survival and we strongly urge BLM to go beyond to revisit the very good advice found in the FEMAT on true, serious and respectful collaboration with the public and their environmental representatives.  With collaboration, the public is more likely to trust agency forest treatments.  All citizen alternatives should be considered, especially locally.  Watershed residents are more aware of their environment than the agencies.


On an aside, we feel we must comment on the scoping comments from Kevin Preister, Coordinator of the Josephine County Stewardship Group.   We think he has exaggerated some of his findings.  Our members have attended as many meetings as possible and have not seen the diversity he has written about.  He tended to summarize meetings based on his perceptions, referring to one environmental group as “fringe”.  Very few, if any pro-logging individuals have attended the meetings.  Many individuals have stopped attending because they believe he is too tight with the agencies.  His agenda is not clear.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.


Sincerely,


Elaine Wood


Chair, Illinois Valley Activity Section Sierra Club


PO Box 660


Selma, OR  97538


Tom Dimitre


Chair, Rogue Group Sierra Club


84  4th Street


Ashland, OR


97520



