I am surprised that an agency such as the BLM even suggests that clear-cutting is an option.  The U.S. Forest Service does not clear cut in the lower 48 states, and the reason is that is results in an unnatural even aged stand, and if you plant, you end up planting what you want rather than what would naturally be there, which will result in increased predation of the spotted owl.  Alternative three is the only sane choice as far as I can tell.  

I am appalled that I had to register to view the document, and think it is a waste of taxpayers money to make people do this.  Also, to view one section of the environmental consequences within the document, the site stated that a file was 22mb, when in fact it was 41mb.  
Stream buffers should be increased, not decreased, whether salmon utilize the stream or not, because the stream will eventually lead to a salmon stream, and without buffers, the water temperature will increase, further impacting this valuable resource on top of climate change, which you say you can’t predict.
