BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT WESTERN OREGON PLAN REVIEW COMMENT by GIUSTINA RESOURCES – 11/12/2007

The following comments were submitted on 10/19/2005 as part of the scoping phase for the Western Oregon Plan Revision and have been subsequently annotated with references to the proposed alternatives:

· Access – Road Maintenance.  Since we share many road systems with the BLM, we are concerned that these road systems be maintained in a stable condition which is suitable for forest management access, fire access, and, where appropriate, timber haul.  Such maintenance must be performed in a cost-efficient manner.  We encourage the BLM to continue to pursue ways to accomplish this.  Private contracting of road maintenance services may be a component of a successful solution, but consideration must be given to scope (size of area to be maintained by one contractor – smaller areas may attract more competitive bids from operators with local knowledge) and contract specifications (standards should match the predominate use, not exceed it).

Comment on alternatives: It appears that this concern could be met under all action alternatives, however revenues associated with increased harvest activity should improve feasibility. 
· Forest Health -- Fire.  Our timberlands are adjacent to lands managed by the BLM.  We support active forest management of the BLM lands to reduce fire risk to our adjacent lands.  Active management should include such things as vegetation/fuels management, maintenance of fire access roads, establishment/maintenance of water sources, and cooperative public access restrictions.
Comment on alternatives: It appears that this concern could best be met under alternatives #2 and #3 as they do not restrict salvage logging in the late successional management areas to only the wildland urban interface.  Snag retention is mandated under all alternatives, and we urge the BLM to consider fire risk (particularly potential for ignition of older, pitchy snags) in the selection, location, and distribution of snags.  We do not support the designation of the nine (26,123 acres) of special wilderness management areas unless a fire and fuels management plan is completed and implemented to prevent fire from spreading beyond these areas.  If these areas are approved, and in the event that fire does spread to commercial forest land adjacent to these areas, it is expected that the BLM will indemnify landowners and the State of Oregon for fire fighting costs and the value of resource loss.

· Forest Health – Noxious Weeds.  We share access roads with the BLM to our respective lands.  These roads become highly efficient vectors for the spread of Scotch Broom (Cytisus scoparius), False Brome (Brachypodium sylvaticum), and other noxious and highly invasive plants.  We support aggressive efforts to control noxious weeds.  Such efforts should include such things as continued research on biological controls, herbicide application, and manual control (in areas where herbicide use is restricted such as active stream crossings). 
Comment on alternatives: Although the draft EIS states that the no action alternative would have the lowest risk of spread of invasive plants, the risk is still great particularly along permanent roads.  The BLM should use all resources legally available to suppress the spread of noxious weeds and other invasive plants.  It seems reasonable to expect that revenues associated with increased harvest activity should improve feasibility. 
· Forest Health – Insects.  We are encouraged by the recent BLM commercial thinning efforts adjacent to some of our land as this will undoubtedly help with managing fire risk in the long run.  However, it is our experience in the lower elevation Cascades that if stocking is reduced too much in one entry, windthrow can become a problem.  We have had better success with light intensity thinning (single or multiple entry).  Even though we manage to reduce windthrow risk, we still experience windthrow events after thinning.  We support timely (within 6 months) removal of windthrown trees in severely hit areas to reduce the threat of establishing epidemic populations of Douglas-fir bark beetles (Denroctonus Pseudotsugae) that may attack and kill or damage trees in adjacent forests. 
Comment on alternatives: It appears that this concern could best be met under alternatives #2 as it does not restrict salvage logging in the late successional management areas to only the wildland urban interface and does not emphasize thinning to the degree that alternative #3 does.  With regard to alternative #3, great care should be taken to prescribe thinning areas to reduce the potential for windthrow.
· Forest Health – Plant Disease.  Ramorum Blight (Phytophthora ramorum = Sudden Oak Death fungus) poses a real threat to forestry and agriculture in Oregon.  We support active and aggressive emergency action to control this fungus if found on BLM land.  Treatments need to be timely and effective for maximum control. 
Comment on alternatives: It is unclear how the BLM will address potential future spread of this disease.  Regardless of land designation under this EIS, the BLM should have the discretion, ability, and official direction to take immediate, aggressive action to arrest the spread of Phytophthora ramorum. 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
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