Dear Sir/Madam,

As an avid angler and outdoorsman, the proposals by the BLM to revise current rules in Western Oregon are unacceptable. The EIS asserts, correctly, that there are better alternatives to preserve, grow, and protect our public lands in Oregon than the rules that are currently in place. Unfortunately the BLM has failed to propose any acceptable alternatives to the current plan. The current proposal should be revisited, and a panel consisting of industry representatives, user stakeholders including anglers and hunters, environmental interests, and city and local interests should be put together in Oregon to explore further options.

Temperature and turbidity are the two most common pollutants in Oregon. Both the Rogue River, which has large sections of BLM land bordering it, as well as numerous valley and coastal rivers are listed under the Temperature TMDL, regularly exceeding safe temperatures for threatened and endangered salmon, steelhead, and resident trout. The BLM’s proposal to reduce the streamside limits on cutting from 300 ft. to, in some cases, as little as 25 ft. is a threat to streams, water quality, and fish habitat. As was seen recently in Washington and Oregon, harsh winter storms lead to landslides on clear cut hillsides, even if not determined to be originally slide prone. These slides lead to blockages in river, increased sediment deposits, and the destruction of spawning grounds.
In the Willamette Valley, on the Oregon coast, and in southern Oregon, many of the BLM’s lands border valuable fish habitat. It is poor public policy and inconsistent with Oregon values to place other values above our rivers, our water, and our environment.

I, like many other anglers, take value in our rivers. No matter the use, Oregonians agree that our rivers should be healthy. The proposed BLM policy does not make healthy rivers or a healthy ecosystem.

Sincerely,
Andrew Tunall

