Comments on BLM WOPR Alternative 2

From David Eisler, forestland owner, BLM neighbor, watershed Council Executive Board Member

Alternative #2

· Disregards the available research on spotted owl recovery, Coho Salmon recovery

· Disregards research on water quality criteria for temperature and sedimentation

· Disregards the need to thin existing stands as a habitat improvement and fire prevention priority

· Is an excellent example of management planning from above (Washington D.C.)

· Offers an extreme approach which will alienate the largest percentage of the public

· Guarantees yet one more confrontation that will result in law suites

· Destroys the trust in BLM for a large percentage of Oregonians

· Provides a planning model that lacks even a hint of compromise between statewide interest groups and stakeholders.

· Fails to address the cumulative effect of clear cutting within the BLM/industrial timber land matrix that will need to pas NEPA and EIS standards

· Fails to address how the plan will achieve the standards of the Endangered Species Act and the Clean Water Act.

Suggestions 

· Follow USFS model of stewardship thinning of overcrowded stands for long-term, sustainable forest health and fire prevention

· Apply the many years’ worth of excellent BLM research on endangered species carried out by credible biologists, hydrologists and foresters

· Make an attempt to factor into a realistic economic model the cost/benefit of the existing public land values of recreation, value-added and specialty products, tourism, air and water quality, carbon sequestration, and so forth, of the alternate plans.

