Responses by Chapter then Consider This.
Chapter 1.  The primary goal of the Western Oregon Plan Revisions (WOPR) to the Management Plan is stated to be to replace the Northwest Forest Plan land use plan and management direct in order to achieve desired timber harvest levels.  This goal is illegal and the planning process is flawed.  By its own admission, the BLM cannot eliminate protection for old-growth forests without undermining the Northwest Forest Plan and protections for threatened and endangered species and clean water. To do so, the BLM needs to violate the Endangered Species and Clean Water Acts and other laws.  That would be illegal.  The process of creating a plan that requires illegal behavior is flawed.  The Northwest Forest Plan is a landmark agreement that private, state and federal landowners rely on to protect threatened old growth species while producing timber in compliance with environmental law.  Removing BLM forests would unravel the whole fabric of the Plan and produce uncertainty for other landowners.  The end does not justify the means.  
Chapter 2.  No Action Alternative seems fair and reasonable.  If harvest goals aren’t currently being met, so be it.  Save our resources and stay the course--the course of managing habitat for late successional and old-growth forest related species.  

Chapter 3 – 5.  Furthermore, WOPR Alternatives 2 and 3 and related sub-alternatives:

1. Would dramatically increase clearcut logging in currently protected old-growth and streamside forests and place timber production above all other uses, including clean water, wildlife habitat, fish and recreation.  Such myopic management of public forests threatens to dirty our waters, degrade important habitat, and negatively impact salmon and other fish species.  

2. Lack explanation of why they ignore climate change.  By converting moist old growth forests into dry flammable tree plantations, the WOPR will increase the amount of carbon in the atmosphere and places communities at enhanced risk of uncharacteristic fire.
3. Underestimate the value of healthy, protected forests, which are one of Oregon’s most important natural assets.  While rampant old growth clearcutting promises short-term economic boom to a few well-connected mill owners, an economic bust is easily foreseeable under the WOPR, as fish, wildlife and the old growth forests that they rely on dwindle.

4. Would reduce protections for wildlife populations and diminish habitat for countless plant and wildlife species.  An increase in noxious, invasive weeds and wildlife species is predicted under the WOPR.  Wildlife such as elk and black bear and threatened species like the northern spotted owl and the marbled murrelet rely on BML forests.  They would be stressed by these Alternatives.  WOPR ignores findings from the Oregon Coastal Range studies that show how herds on adjacent lands become stressed with additional roads and by logging.  They can’t take the stress.  These wildlife have been pushed to extinction and this Plan ignores this fact.  Therefore it is flawed.
5. Would increase logging of forests over 200 years sevenfold, and threatens some of Oregon’s best remaining ancient forests.  Two thousand square miles of forest (an area the size of Delaware) would be put in “Timber Management Areas,” where clearcutting is emphasized.  BLM lands in western Oregon contain about 1-million acres of our remaining older forests—that is all there is left and it’s not to be squandered.  The economic costs and values are skewed and therefore the process is flawed and needs further study by credible, non-biased scientists.
6. Would remove stream buffers that shade streams and keep sediment from the water.  By logging near streams the WOPR reduces important protections for clean water and Pacific salmon.  High quality drinking water originates on BLM lands for the citizens of Salem, Corvallis, Eugene, and 70 other Oregon communities.  Salmon need cool, clean water.  BLM planners should know this.  This Plan lacks explanation as to why possible extinction of salmon is worthwhile and acceptable.  In the process of creating this Plan, the authors must have overlooked or underestimated the value of salmon therefore it is flawed.
7. Over 100,000 acres would be promoted as destinations for Off Highway Vehicles (OHVs), most adjacent to Oregonian’s private residences.  Clearcutting of old growth forest and proposed OHV Emphasis Areas threaten peace and quite for rural residents and visitors.  This Plan minimizes the importance of peace and quiet to rural Oregonians is therefore flawed.

8. Could reduce property values and the quality of life of thousands of Oregonians living near BLM lands.  Over 1,000 miles of new logging road and 140,000 acres of clearcuts in the first decade alone would scar Oregon’s spectacular landscape. This Plan is a joke.  It lacks context, objectivity and scientific fact.  It is flawed.

Consider this.  We should protect what is left of Oregon’s old growth heritage forests, and restore those forests that have been degraded.  Half of BLM forests were clearcut in the past century and converted to overstocked, tree plantations.  Thinning small trees could offer more than 2 billion board feet of commercially valuable timber if actively thinned while preserving our last, best public lands for generations to come.
