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I have serious concerns about Alternatives 1, 2 & 3 relative to logging late-successional forests and managing riparian areas. According to the DEIS, the preferred alternative should fulfill responsibilities including: 

1) Contributing to the recovery of species listed under the Endangered Species Act,

2) Maintaining or improving water quality.

I do not agree with the BLM’s conclusion that Alternative 2 meets these goals, nor do I think Alternatives 1 or 3 can meet the above goals.

The basic premise that the BLM must use the O & C Lands Act of 1937 to “produce a sustainable flow of timber” should be questioned. The O & C Lands Act was written 70 years ago, when timber availability seemed limitless, and environmental degradation and global climate change were not issues of concern. Current management practices should take into account the findings of decades of forestry research and should include strong protection to reduce environmental damage, instead of focusing mainly on economic considerations. Water quality, habitat preservation, endangered species protection and recreation should be equally important to economic return. Modeling of sustainable timber yields must take into account the effects increasing global carbon dioxide levels will have on tree growth and stand regeneration. For example, studies show that rising CO2 levels are slowing vegetative growth. Without these data, modeling out to 400 years is certainly questionable. In addition, clear-cutting old growth forests, disturbing soil and building logging roads will severely reduce the levels of carbon stored and will decrease mitigation of global warming. The BLM should err on the side of caution, given the grave environmental implications of harvesting forests 120+ years old.  I am deeply concerned about the reduction of late-successional forests from 36% in the No Action Alternative to 28%, 19% and 0% in Alternatives 1, 2 and 3, respectively. Clear-cutting remaining old growth forests is unacceptable because these forests should be saved to provide diverse habitat for hundreds of species, to maintain carbon sequestration to help reduce global carbon emissions and as a legacy for future generations. In addition, using clear-cutting methods in younger late-successional forests, as well as in timber management areas, is unacceptable because retention of green trees, snags and down wood is crucial for healthy forest regeneration. 

Species recovery

The DEIS states that under Alternative 2 Marbled Murrelet as well as Northwest spotted owl habitat creation will decrease over the next 50 years, although it may increase by 100 years for MAMU and after 50 years for NSO, once large forest blocks are created. These species may not have 50 years to wait for recovery. BLM low elevation old growth forests are prime NSO habitat and provide a needed bridge between the Coast Range and the Cascades. In addition, the rich diversity of these forests provides homes to hundreds of other species that deserve protection from future endangerment. Oregon’s remaining BLM late-successional forests should be protected, not clear-cut for short-term economic gain.

Water quality

Riparian management areas will be reduced to 9%, 6% or 7% in Alternatives 1, 2 and 3, respectively, from 14% riparian reserves in the No Action Alternative. The riparian reserves are necessary to provide adequate shade to keep stream temperatures cool for salmon and other fish species, as well as to provide soil stability, reduce erosion, decrease flooding and promote stream water quality. I do not think the reduced streamside vegetation levels proposed in Alternatives 1, 2 & 3 will adequately maintain acceptable riparian conditions.  The BLM should be promoting good stream management to optimize salmon viability, both for health of the ecosystem as well as to maintain the salmon fishing industry in Oregon. Revenues from viable commercial and sport fishing industries in Oregon should be taken into account in the No Action Alternative.

The BLM should focus on thinning younger stands and promoting sustainable harvest of second growth forests, while protecting old-growth forest reserves by not logging them. In this way the BLM can provide logs to our local mills and preserve our remaining old-growth forests. 
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