Regarding: Western Oregon Plan Revisions

BLM,

I would like to express my extreme concern about that proposed revisions to forest management in the Western Oregon lands managed by the Bureau of Land Management. I have read much of the materials provided for public review and have become convinced that any of the plans except the current provisions of the Northwest Forest Plan (no action) are totally unacceptable in terms of the loss of old growth forests and the accompanying wildlife losses.  I cannot believe that an agency of the federal government is undertaking this effort to destroy huge swaths of the remaining old growth remnants and which will result in the loss of two significant and distinctive birds, Northern spotted owls and marbled murrelets, in violation of the Northwest Forest Plan agreements which have served the region very well for the last decade or more. Such a miniscule amount of old growth forests remains in western Oregon, it should be totally unacceptable to even consider removing one trunk of any tree that was alive when the Civil War was being fought, yet any of these alternatives besides the no action alternative will decimate the existing fragments of old growth trees.  I would propose another alternative to your planning process, which would be to turn over all the remaining old growth forests in western Oregon BLM lands to the National Park Service and create a Giant Douglas Fir/Western Hemlock National Park, similar to Redwoods National Park and Sequoia National Park. 

I live adjacent to a clear cut generated by the Oregon State University College of Forestry and I know first hand the loss of wildlife that results, and the horrible invasion of weeds that follow clear cut logging, despite ‘managers’ dumping copious amounts of poisonous herbicides on the land. I am horrified that the BLM seeks to return to clear cut practices, when there is so much benefit to our public forests that would result from careful and judicial thinning programs, for example, like the variable density regime practiced by the US Army at Fort Lewis, Washington.   

I also have seen the damage that such logging does to small streams and I object to your proposals to harshly reduce the width of buffers alongside stream courses.  Healthy streams are vital to preserve but I do not believe that water quality and fish safe temperatures can be maintained with the narrow buffer zones proposed in your management alternatives. Keep the existing stream buffer widths!

In conclusion, I would like to oppose all the suggested alternatives and demand that the BLM remain committed to the Northwest Forest Plan.  I cannot understand why the agency would even consider reopening the timber wars that raged in this state for decades. I know that I would contribute towards organizations that would contest this proposed destruction of our old growth forests, in legal courtrooms and before our elected officials. The Siuslaw National Forest has generated a revenue stream from harvests designed to thin and restore diverse forests and I believe that such an approach would serve our Oregon communities best in the long run, rather than pillaging the last vestiges of our native old growth forests.

Sincerely,

Patricia Haggerty

