501 Irving Rd.

Eugene, OR97404

11 January 2007

Re: BLM Western Oregon Plan Revisions
Dear BLM planners,

I have some general concerns and specific concerns about the proposed action (Alternative 2) in the DEIS for the Revision of management plans of the western Oregon Bureau of Land Management Districts.


In my opinion, your current proposal is a step backward in responsible stewardship of our public forests.  I believe that BLM’s western Oregon land base, both O & C Lands and public domain lands, are suitable for selective logging prescriptions as long as the prescriptions protect water quality, special habitats, and forests dominated by older or larger trees (>100 years old or >3 ft. dbh).  This can be done by thinning second growth stands, < 80 years old, while leaving at least 50% canopy cover, while protecting older and larger trees on public land.  Because most BLM lands occur in a checkerboard with private lands that have been heavily logged, it is even more important that BLM lands be managed to sustain water quality, native forest species, and older forest communities dominated by trees > 100 years old, because these values are not being adequately protected on many of the adjacent lands in private ownership.
Furthermore, because of the typically mixed age stand structure found on BLM lands at lower elevations, the mixed aged stands that would result from selective logging are a particularly appropriate forest management prescription for BLM lands in western Oregon.  Given the higher ecological and economic costs of traditional plantation forestry, based upon clearcuts and short term rotations of even aged stands, selective logging makes particular sense for BLM lands.  In other words, BLM is already doing the right thing for our public forests, let’s not change things for the worse.
I regard to specific comments, I would like to express my support for retaining existing ACEC’s and establishing all of the proposed ACECs listed in the draft EIS, both on O & C lands and on public domain lands.  Properly managing these sites is especially important for protecting the diversity of habitats and native species occurring on BLM lands in western Oregon.  In particular, I disagree with the proposal to remove the existing North Santiam ACEC from ACEC status.  I am concerned that the purpose and need analysis for this site was mistaken.  Have the staff who made this decision actually visited the site?  Even though the area in BLM ownership is small, it is one of a network of publicly owned tracts along the north Santiam River in the vicinity of Stayton, and is important to the conservation of riparian and mesic conifer forests in this area.
I am also concerned about the designation of “Off Highway Vehicle Emphasis Areas”.  Given the magnitude of illegal or inappropriate OHV use on BLM lands in western Oregon, BLM needs to develop a process for addressing this issue that brings the range of interested parties together to find common ground and build consensus about which steps should be taken to address this issue.  I would contend that the WOPR is not the place to undertake this task, given the high level of distrust the WOPR process has generated among the public. 

In addition to the specific remarks I have provided, my comments also further incorporate by reference the comments on the WOPR Draft EIS submitted by the Coast Range Association and twenty-three other groups.
Sincerely,

Ed Alverson

