Dear BLM:

We have reviewed your proposed management plan for Western Oregon along with scientific opinion from a wide variety of sources and  conclude that the proposed changes in forest management (in particular your preferred alternative) are in direct conflict with BLM's very own stated goal: to "ensure  the health and productivity of the public lands for current and future generations."  The proposed changes are at best unsustainable, and at worst, ecologically and economically devastating. 

The proposed alternatives contain flawed reasoning regarding the impacts of harvesting of old growth, reducing riparian buffers, and increasing overall logging by as much as 300%.   First, the ecological value of old growth is now wholly recognized among the scientific community.  Old growth and mature trees provide important and often essential habitat for a wide variety of species, and as your biologists already know, a number of threatened and/or endangered species depend on rapidly dwindling mature forestlands for their survival.  Old growth and mature trees hold huge quantities of water, which can play an essential role in minimizing soil erosion, reducing flooding, and stabilizing steep slopes.  Recent mudslides and severe soil erosion this winter are strongly correlated with poor forest management practices involving the removal of mature stands of trees.  Stormwater carrying soil from denuded slopes leads to turbidity in surface water systems, which not only can threaten aquatic habitats but availability of clean drinking water, as well.  Furthermore, many of our mills have now been retooled to accept smaller trees, rather than old growth.  

Maintaining ample riparian buffers near waterways is commonly known as a highly effective means to reduce the impacts of flooding and soil erosion.  In addition, riparian areas provide key habitat to a wide array of species, some threatened and endangered.  Your proposal to reduce already small riparian buffers completely ignores a wide body of academic literature and study on the importance of retaining, and even widening where possible, streamside vegetation buffers. 

A truly sustainable plan would balance the needs for habitat, long-term economic health, increasing recreational needs and impacts, and drinking water protection.  This proposal fails miserably and reflects an inability, or perhaps, refusal, to think wholistically about the complexities of managing forests in a sustainable, ecologically sensitive way.  While your work is cut out for you to revise this proposal, there are many minds willing and able to assist.  We are confident that with some effort, we will eventually see a more reasonable and sustainable proposal.  

Thanks for taking our comments into consideration.  

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Fern and Brian Moore

2255 Arthur Street

Eugene, OR 97405

