January 10, 2008

Bureau of Land Management
Western Oregon Plan Revisions Office

333 SW 1st. Avenue

Portland, OR 97208

RE:   BLM Western Oregon Plan Revisons (WOPR)

I wish to express my concern with the proposed changes to management of federal forests within BLM jurisdiction under the Western Oregon Plan Revisions.  The changes BLM is proposing will negate many of the protections of the Northwest Forest Plan and will lead to an increase in fire hazards, increased water pollution, and degraded forest/wildlife habitat.

The preferred alternative would place half of the public land the BLM manages, and much of out best old growth BLM forests, into "Timber Management Areas" to be clearcut every 80 years.  Clearcutting of 110,000 acres of Oregon's old growth (120+ years), construction of 1,000 miles of new logging roads every decade, and creating over 100,000 miles of new Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) Emphasis Areas will significantly reduce roadless areas, threaten numerous species, raise fire hazard, and increase erosion and water pollution.
The emphasis of clearcutting will, in addition to the increase in fire danger, increase potential for significant disease and insect loss due to the single age/species tree plantations that will be established.  Proposing to increase OHV use in the forest when the BLM does not currently have adequate funding to properly maintain and police existing OHV and public access areas demonstrates a lack of good judgment.  In addition, it is extremely unlikely that future federal budgets will provide BLM with the necessary additional funding necessary to responsibly manage these proposed new OHV areas.
As a resident of Southern Oregon (Birdseye Creek Drainage) I see around me the impact of climate change.  Poison oak grows in profusion (in places as trees greater than 1 inch in diameter), disease and insects are killing both commercial and non-commercial species of trees, and stream flows have fallen significantly (perennial streams are now seasonal and fish are few in the remaining streams).  Despite this clear evidence in BLM forests the alternatives proposed fail to address this significant factor.   Reduced precipitation and increased temperature will significantly impact future management of the forests and should be addressed in any management plan.
I urge BLM to adopt the No Action Alternative and work to come up with a new plan that will focus active management in already logged-over areas and to protect our remaining old growth forests.  Many thinning opportunities are available that would create jobs, benefit watersheds and generate wood products (logs and biomass) without destroying the forests that make Oregon the envy of many and living here a pleasure.
If BLM is truly interested in obtaining public input to its plans I recommend that future documents be written with the help of an editor or two from non-forestry related fields so that the language would be easier for the general public to read and comprehend.
Attached are some additional comments for your consideration.  

Sincerely,

Bruce Burnett

2730 Birdseye Creek Road

Gold Hill, OR 97525

Attachments (3)

cc:

Senator Ron Wyden

Senator Gordon Smith

Rep. Greg Walden
SUMMARY and throughout document

1- Whenever stating number of green trees to be retained always provide a full statement.  that is, instead of "6 to 9 green trees retained" state it as "6 to 9 green trees per acre". Without this change it would be easy to edit out the few places there the "per acre" qualifier is present and leave BLM free to change it to any area, such as "per quarter section".

GLOSSARY

1- Clarify the definitions of "clear-cut" and "regeneration harvesting"  as used in the WOPR it appears that BLM is using "regeneration harvesting" to mask its intent to "clear-cut".

2- Provide an improved definiton of Wildland/Urban Interface.  The definition given is too broad and needs to be more specific.  As used in the WOPR it could mean the entire Western Oregon BLM lands.

3- Expand the definition for "site potential tree height" to include an example of exactly what it is and how it is used.  consider describing how it would be determined and show the value reached for a given geographical area and how that value is used in the determination of riparian zone width.

4- Add a definition for "silvicultural treatments" to include common examples of exactly what they are and how they are applied.

5- When discussing "regeneration" the WOPR should address how BLM will handle the special problems of increased fire, disease, and insect hazard in the single-age, single-species forests that will be created.

COMMENTS ON ALTERNATIVE 2 (Preferred Alterantive)

	Location in Document
	Comments

	
	
	
	
	

	Chapter 
	Page
	Section
	Sub-section
	

	2
	76-78
	Late-Successional Management Area
	Management Actions
	Expand discussion to address steps taken to reduce fire hazard.  Explicitly address what will be done with excess slash and other woody debris and who will do it.  Fire hazard reduction should be written into any thinning or harvest contract and not left to BLM to fund separately.  No alternative should result in increased fire hazard over the No Action Alternative.  Page LXII of the Summary states that all of the proposed alternatives result in increased fire hazard, this should be addressed/resolved.

	2
	79-80
	Riparian Managment Area
	Table 31
	Riparian zones should be retained as in the current plan.  Given the expanding population of Oregon and the resulting need for water plus the popularity of fishing and its contribution to the local economy, the reduction of riparian zones should not occur.  As an absolute minimum consider adopting the riparian zone treatment proposed in Table 34 for the area adjacent ot the Coquille Forrest land.

	2
	81-83
	Timber Management Area
	Management Actions
	Expand discussion to address steps taken to reduce fire hazard.  Explicitly address what will be done with excess slash and other woody debris and who will do it.  Fire hazard reduction should be written into any thinning or harvest contract and not left to BLM to fund separately.  No alternative should result in increased fire hazard over the No Action Alternative.  Page LXII of the Summary states that all of the proposed alternatives result in increased fire hazard, this should be addressed/resolved.


	Comments on WOPR

	Chapter
	Page
	 Section
	Subsection
	Comments

	2
	143
	Special Recreation Management Areas
	Table 55
	The thirteen OHV emphasis areas identified for the Medford District are largely inappropriate for a variety of reasons including but not limited to; extreme fire hazard, steep slopes with potential for landslides, critical environmental areas, sensitive wildlife habitat, fish bearing streams, multiple small landowners adjacent.  In addition, and equally important; BLM currently does not have the budget or staff to adequately take care of, and provide the necessary oversite of, existing recreational areas, roads, etc.  No reasonable person would expect future BLM budgets to provide the significant increases necessary to properly manage any increase in OHV (or other use).  BLM should consider selecting a single site and demonstrate to the public that it can and will properly manage it.   If that can be done much of the current public objection would likely be overcome.


