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Wild Rivers Area Citizen’s Comments 


 


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


RE: Scoping Comments for the Western Oregon BLM RMP 


The undersigned represent a significant constituency and/or a local citizenship in the 
Illinois Valley of Southwestern Oregon. Collectively we submit the following comments. 
In addition to the general comments provided below we will submit to the BLM by 
October 31, 2012 a “Wild Rivers Area Citizen’s Alternative” for the BLM lands in the 
Illinois Valley watershed to be analyzed and incorporated into the Draft RMP/EIS.  


These and other items will be addressed in the Wild Rivers Area Citizen’s Alternative. 


• Preservation and promotion of Old Growth Forest 
• Water and Salmon conservation 
• Transportation management, including roads and ORV’s, closing broad areas to 


cross-country motorized travel, especially those with sensitive resources 
• Cumulative effects with private, USFS, and BLM lands management 
• Port Orford Cedar management 
• Wildlife and plants, with a focus on Threatened and Endangered Species 
• Recreation and Trails 
• Local Stewardship contracts 
• Fuels management 


Given the unique nature of the forests in southwest Oregon we believe a Medford 
District RMP is warranted. The RMP should preserve and protect the unique biological 
features of the forests and serpentine influenced savannahs. 


All existing ACECs should be maintained as such, and the proposed Takilma-Waldo 
and Whiskey Creek ACECs designated in the final RMP. 


The O&C Lands Act’s Conservation Mandate 


We would like to see a plan which acknowledges the O&C Lands Act’s sustainable 
management directive, and does not put a primacy on timber harvesting. 


Over the decades there have been many legal interpretations of the intent of The 
Oregon and California Lands Act of 1937. These interpretations are interesting in that 
they tend to vary greatly, indicating that the very language of the act itself is vague, or 
that the legislative record is unclear. However, when looking at the language of the act 







and the legislative record it is hard to understand why there are divergent 
interpretations. 


The language of the act states that the lands, 


“shall be managed… for permanent forest production, and the timber thereon 
shall be sold, cut, and removed in conformity with the principal 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…” 


When this plain language is put into the context of the concerns expressed by congress 
during its enactment it is hard to find confusion in its meaning. Congress intended that 
the O&C lands be managed for forest production under a sustained yield management 
plan that provides timber, protects watersheds and streams, contributes to the 
economic vitality of the communities, and provides the people with recreational 
opportunities. The sentence structure does not dictate a superiority or dominance to a 
particular use in the list of values that are to be managed for. If however, someone does 
feel that this plain language is vague or dictates timber extraction as the dominant 
mandate, the legislative history does provide clarity and lays those questions to rest. 


Congress, and the American people at the time, were concerned with the destruction 
caused to communities, watersheds and economics by the “cut-out and get-out policy 
that [had] dominated the American lumber industry."1  The sustained-yield management 
scheme was considered "not very controversial."2  Of the thirteen days of hearings in 
the House Committee on the Public Lands, only about one day was spent on Title I.3  
The Representatives and witnesses, including officials from the Departments of the 
Interior and Agriculture, west coast lumber representatives, and Oregon foresters and 
political figures, all supported the principle of sustained yield. Indeed, the transcript of 
the hearings is a litany of praise for sustained-yield management. 


Sustained-yield Management 


While the act itself does not explicitly state what SYM is, it is clear in the plain language 
that it includes specifically stated values – timber, water, community and economic 
stability, and recreation. And indeed the very use of the word “sustained” dictates the 
intention of Congress to manage the lands, for the values stated, in a sustainable 


                                            
1 May & June Hearings on H.R. 5858, supra note 53, at 24 (written statement of the Department of the 
Interior). 
2 May & June Hearings on H.R. 5858, supra note 53, at 48 (statement of Rep. James W. Mott, Member, 
H. Comm. on the Public Lands). 
3 See id. at 33-48 (discussing Title I of the bill). 







manner. A reasonable person would not interpret the plain language of the act, along 
with the legislative record, to have a timber dominated emphasis. 


While Congress of the time clearly considered the harvest and selling of timber to be a 
reasonable use of the lands to support the local communities, they too clearly believed it 
should be done in a manner that also provided other natural resource benefits. It is clear 
in reading the plain language of the act and the legislative record that The O&C Lands 
Act is indeed a sustainability mandate for these lands. Congress and the American 
people did not want these lands to be solely managed for the extraction of timber, and 
all else be damned. Those intentions have not changed, indeed if anything they have 
become even stronger and more relevant. 


Deviation from sustainable harvest during the suburban sprawl decades of the last 
century is what led to the crisis which forced judicial intervention, and ultimately the 
Northwest Forest Plan. It was the intent of Congress expressed through the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) that finally put a halt to the obviously unsustainable 
level of timber harvesting, and the resultant watershed degradation, species 
endangerment and community conflict perpetuated for nearly 50 years on public lands. 
The intent of Congress through the ESA was to halt the extinction of species due to 
“economic growth and development untempered by adequate concern and 
conservation” (ESA, 1973). Congress did not explicitly exempt the O&C lands from the 
provisions of the ESA, or other conservation laws such as National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) and the Clean Water Act (CWA). 


We want the original intent and spirit of The O&C Lands Act acknowledged and 
implemented in coordination with the other conservation acts of Congress such as the 
ESA, CWA, and NEPA. 


Priorities for Conservation& Management 


Our Backyard Forests: These forests provide clean water, salmon habitat and old-
growth forests that make Oregon a great place to live. They also provide millions of 
dollars to local communities from travel and recreation. We live next to BLM forests, we 
recreate in BLM forests, and we get our drinking water from BLM forests. These are the 
forests that we see from our windows or visit on day-trips. Western Oregon BLM forests 
are our backyard forests. We support the protection and restoration of the 2.6 million 
acres of BLM forests in western Oregon.  


Ancient Forest Systems: Once the overwhelmingly dominant feature of the western 
Oregon landscape, the old-growth forest is now just a remnant that can no longer 
mistakenly be considered infinite. Protecting our remaining old-growth forests on public 
lands, including mature stands of trees that are the next generation of old growth, 







provides many benefits including carbon sequestration, wildlife habitat, clean drinking 
water and recreational assets. No trees over 120 years old should be harvested and 
sold on O&C or PD BLM lands. All stands that are over 80 years in age should be 
managed to become old-growth forests. 


Wild Rivers: Southwest Oregon is known for its wild rivers, and tens of thousands of 
visitors come here every year to visit and recreate on our rivers. Rivers and streams, 
like the Illinois, Rogue, and Applegate, and Sucker, Deer, Rough & Ready, and many 
other creeks are deserving of increased protections from mining, off road vehicles and 
other threats.  


Well Distributed Fish and Wildlife: Many of the BLM forests in southern Oregon are 
important for the connectivity of fish and wildlife populations in the Pacific Northwest. 
These low-elevation forests afford habitat linkages for wildlife between the Cascade and 
Coastal mountain ranges, and between one higher elevation Late Successional reserve 
and another, that cannot be found elsewhere; the low gradient stream reaches in the 
Rogue Basin and adjacent watersheds provide some of the most important salmon 
habitat on public lands in Oregon. The BLM forest lands at issue are critical for any 
regional conservation strategy to be successful in the long-term. 


Focus Efforts on Restoration 


Effective restoration of Northwest forests and watersheds requires a combination of 
well-planned approaches. Restoration will help to achieve the social and economic 
objectives through job creation and rural community stabilization. We want 
environmentally sound restoration activities to include: 


• Stream and riparian restoration; 
• Road maintenance to improve water quality; 
• Road removal where roads are no longer needed; and 
• Thinning tree plantations and fire suppressed forests to help create more natural, 


diverse, and fire resilient forests. 


Planning for restoration must be comprehensive and include careful consideration of 
ecological processes. There are 750,000 acres (nearly 1,200 square miles) of tree 
plantations on BLM lands in western Oregon, many of which could benefit from 
ecologically based forest restoration.  


Crumbling road systems: Salmon habitat, clean water and public safety are all placed 
at risk from the excessive road network that is too often unmaintained. Storm-proofing 
roads that are in need of work, replacing culverts that are barriers to fish passage, and 
removing unnecessary roads can help restore ecological integrity and provide jobs.   







Plantations: Previously logged and planted stands of trees, which are frequently 
extremely overstocked, are a priority for restoration. In addition to private industry land, 
state and county land, and other non-federal land that has been previously clearcut, 
there are nearly 500,000 acres of tree plantations on federal land in the Rogue Basin 
alone. Restoration and management of these degraded lands provide jobs and logs to 
local communities. 


Fire Suppressed Forests: The dry forests scattered throughout southern Oregon are 
suffering from decades of fire suppression. Too often, vigorous young trees encroach 
upon and out-compete large, old trees. Fire hazards are rapidly building around 
communities and biologically and recreationally important landscapes. Thinning 
degraded forests of these fuels and encroaching trees is ecologically desirable and 
often provides timber to local mills and jobs to communities.  


Crumbling Trail Systems: Quiet recreation opportunities are an important part of our 
culture and lifestyle. We would like to see the BLM prioritize the maintenance and 
restoration of the existing trail systems. Since many of the BLM lands, particularly in the 
valley bottom areas, are adjacent to communities and rural residents these areas are 
highly frequented and access to trails is important.  


Sincerely, 


Shane Jimerfield 
Klamath-Siskiyou Wildlands Center 
Grants Pass, Oregon 


Tom Dimitre 
Chair, Rogue Group Sierra Club 
Ashland, Oregon 


Elaine Wood 
Chair, Illinois Valley Activity Section 
Sierra Club 
Selma, Oregon 


Barry Snitkin and Meadow Martell 
Cave Junction, Oregon 


Gordon Lyford 
O’Brien, Oregon 


Greg Walter 
Cave Junction, Oregon 


Justin Rohde 
Holland, Oregon 


William Grey 
Takilma, Oregon 


Emily Ring 
Takilma, Oregon 






