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Please accept my comments as a private citizen residing in
the Medford District Butte Falls Resource Area.

I PURPOSE AND NEED
A. Conflicted Objectives- No Objectives were listed in this

document for the plan as a whole. Therefore the Purpose
and Need will be assumed to contain the objectives of
the proposed plan.
1. The Purpose and Need of this proposed action is to

manage for timber production (permanent forest
production) in conformity with the principles of
sustained yield) (pg XLIV). Sustained Yield means
that BLM should honor the even-flow, non-declining
yield provision. A mandate of conformance with the
O&C act is sited as justification for this. The
plan, as stated, will not meet this standard of
conformance.

2. The other,mandate of objective is maintenance of
habitat under the ESA, Clean Water Act, and FLPMA.

3. When exploring the Alternatives and the proposed
management practices such as Clear Cutting
(Regeneration Harvests), of 224 Square Miles in the
first decade, it is shown that maintenance of late
successional habitat would be impossible given 80
year rotations. The reduction of LSRs by 47% would
obliterate late successional and riparian habitat
and leave tree plantations on most of the
landscape. Fragmentation of the remaining late
successional habitat would reduce the effective
connectivity required for intact habitat, rendering
these landscapes ecologically unable to sustain
late successional species. There is a legal problem
here in that a judgement from the 9th Circuit by
Judge Dwyer stated that the NWFP was the minimum
that was needed to maintain 'species viability and
avoi d ,Jeopardy for the Northern Spotted Owl and
related late successional species.



B.O&C Act-BLMInterpretation
The BLM interprets the O&C Act as justification for
managing most of its lands for timber production in the
form of plantations with rotations of 80 years. However,
the proposed clear cutting and replanting schedule of
140,000 acres in the first decade will not meet the test
of sustained yield(as defined by even-flow). These are
overly optimistic assumptions about the regeneration of
tree farms in Southern Oregon. This is especially true
when climate change patterns predict a hotter, drier
climate in years to come.
The O&C act also mandates recreational activities and
conformance with F.SA and the Clean Water Acts. "Other
Uses" are also defined by FLIPMA as: "Protecting
Watersheds and Regu 1at ing Stream F'1 ows". The RT,M chooses
to place timber production above all other Forest uses.
These uses are in conflict with the proposed RMP.

C. Because the document as a whole lacks clear objectives,
one is left to assume that the purpose and need have one
objective of returning the O&C land base to the Clear
Cut plantations of the 60s and 80s. Many of these were
unsuccessful both on BLM and private lands.

II ALTERNATIVES
1. The Broad Range of Alternatives required by NEPA is

completely missing in this plan. Tt may, therefore,
not be legal for this reason alone. This extensive
publication exists to demonstrate that there are
really no choices for the public to respond to other
than the clear cut or extreme uneven age model (Alt
III). The Preferred Alternative is a~valid
Alternative in that it meets the legal obligations of
the Settlement Agreement between the agency and the
Timber Companies. However, the lack of other
realistic viable alternatives closer to the NWFP is
missing in all but the "No Action" Alternative. The
choice of OHV areas is not to be confused with real
management alternatives as defined by NRPA.

A. The Preferred AJ.ternative
?. This Alternative will nearly triple logging on RT.M

lands from 268rnrnbf/year to 769rnrnbf!year. This is an
increase of 146% on 10% of the NWFP land base. Most
of this cutting will be Regeneration Harvest or Clear
Cuts. The amount of T.ate success iona 1 forest to be
cut is doubled.

3. This Alternative will reduce T.SRs by 47% of the NWFP
levels and reduce Riparian Reserves by 57%.



'T'hi 3.. Alt.erna.ti:ve.wi_LL de.cimate.wat.ex:.shedsand stx.e.ams
and increase fire hazard while decreasing late
SllC.c..e..5-S-i..onaL f.o.t:.e.s t. t:.e.s.L L i.F.-D.cy t.o f. Lr.e._

B. The "No Action" Al terna ti ve
't'.b.L'3- A..Lt.e.t:.nat.Lve. w.ou.l.d COD.t..inUB. wLtb. bu.'3-i...ne.s.s a.s. usu.a.L..

This would be infinitely preferable to the WOPR
proposal. However~ there wrnlld have heen no need to
publish this EIS if the 8LM were planning to retain the
protections in the NWF'P. Tf there is to be a new RMP,
BLM needs to go back and come up with something else.

III EFFECTEB ENVIRONMENT
A. Water

1. Part of the O&C Act places value on other land uses
besides timber production. These mandates include
regulating stream flows and protecting watershed~.
The DEIS claims there will be no effect on fish,
wildlife, peak flows and sediment in streams from
this extensive proposed logging in Alternative II.

/.. nuring the first decade, Alternative TT will reduce
the reserve system from 364,000 acres to·156,000
acres (about 5J %) 4

3. BLM lands provide important habitat for Salmon,
resident fish, and other aquatic species. 'T'hereare
more than 20,400 miles of rivers and streams and
/.18,199 acres of lakes, ponds, and wet lands (which
provide clean water) and wildlife habitat. The
implementAtion of Alternative TT will compromise
these wet areas due to the reduction in protected
stream buffers in Riparian ~ones(n~TS pg 5/.).
Alternative II makes drastic cuts in the Riparian
Reserve system.

4. Perennial streams would be especially at risk where
logging is allowed within /.5 ft of the bank.
Scientific studies emphasize the importance of
perennial streams, as does the NWF'P AC8. 'T'heACS,
which has been upheld by the courts would be
eliminated under WOPOR.

5. Water Quality Limited Streams
Conditions that contribute to the status of these
streams will be made worse by Alternative II. As it
is, RTM has 704 miles of streams listed as "Water
Quality LimitedU due to temperature (the most
common reason), low dissolved 0/., high bacteria
levels, and heavy metal contamination (Clean Water
Act 303d).



"ThB .SBVe-r-it, y·o.f·t:he.se. wa:t:er:~lla:l"'i:t_ y 'pt::ob-le:ms 'littll
increase as protection decreases. Part of the: WOPR
Purpose and. Need is to e~lITe tnat tne pIotections
of the Clean Water Act are being enforced. There is

.al-so ·-,'3.·ml3:nage.m.ent.'obj-ee-tAvB t::0.:r:e-st:O-l:-e -s-t>-r:earrl
complexity. The Purpose and Need in this area
con£lict.s witn tne plan £or incIea.se.d t.i.mbe.r
production. Management mitigating measures proposed

··aor-e-·ina.dequa_t:e ·g·i·nee 'Bha~de 'and ·s-t::-r:--eambe!:U.k
stability will be compromised.

B. Fire
l.:-. Fuel treatments and logging could contribute to

'(Fc-eat::ing -ahot,t=6-l: -d·r:Le·r: ·.lands-c-i3.pe-t.hat. --eol.:1J:d.
encourage and intensify fire risk.

2. AccoIcling to in£o.nnat.ion on pg 394, stIeamside
harvesting practices have contributed to loss of

--.I:B-S.i.l-i-ency -(}if -..f-o-.r-e8t:s -and -t',he-r-et:-0-l:e,mak-e -t,hem·-l-e-S8
fire resistant and more at risk for development of
conditions tnat lead to stand Ieplace~t £ires.
Replacing late successional forests with even aged

-t:·r:-ee -pla:nt'.a-t::i'OnB W'i-l--l. .....int~-en~i~fy +hes-e-ccH:td.:i..:.-t',--i-on.-s
and lead to higher fire risk and severity.

3. The emphasis in tne document is on £iIe
suppression rather than promoting a more resilient

<f-o-r:-e--s-t.. ab.l-et.:O ··-res-bat. --s-t'.F.Htd--r:~·lae-ement. ·-bb-r:--eS... ~g
33 Management objectives and actions of
A.1..t.f?.l:l+.3·tci--ve-n:· will create ?OO, 000 more acres of
stands at risk for high fire severity.

4. 'The wen shown on the RToM map on pg 155 seems
inaccurate and is in disagreement with information
from the Oregon Dept of Porestry. 'The WUT is
supposed to be where human communities are
located, not the entire RToM land in the in a given
project. Emphasis should be placed on protecting
homes in these WUT areas, not fighting fires in
the wildlands. According to the latest science,
wildland fires(which usually burn in a mosaic
pattern) should be allowed to burn .

.c~ So.il.s
1. All activities described in Alternative II will
decrease soil productivity over time. Adding
Fertilizer will add 1 element needed for soil
productivity. Tt will not reduce compaction or
erosion. Many clay soils in the Medford District are
subject to severe compaction, especially when wet.
Other granitic soils are subject to erosion.
There axe many d~~~e~ent soil types in this distLict~



I.t.does not. sound like sit.e specific analyses have
been done on all the lands subject to be turned into
-p-l8-tt:t:atAotl.s .• - -I --did·n-ot. 's-e-e pla:t1::s·f-or: -such' anet.l yae:s...,.in
the document. The information given in the document
was·'ID:i-rt1.J:l'J.8-,l .and.-not:hing -abou"t.·it was -st:at:ed "in ~HL-e
management objectives or discussed under the
preferred al t.erna.t.ive •
2. According to the DEIS pg 794, the extent of
-e·¥:i:-8-'t:·ing-compac-t::-i::on -ca.u:S-ed.·by pas-t.-t:A.:~r:,-harve-s-t. --ice
unknown. In light of this, how can the effects of

<Eutu-r.:-e re..a884..v-e -bimbe:r:harve-ats' -b-ep-r-ed-i-et=ed.'2 ·No-tJxing
was said about how future soil compacted areas will
be ame1iorated. Depend; ng on the type ..of .._soil ..,.
tilling, for example could compound compaction
problems.

3. Yarding systems used must take into account more
thgn j\J.st slSlp.e. p.eT'::e.D,tage.•. G.rD.\'md. :Qa~.ed.syst.ems, G.<3.TL
be very damaging depending on the type of soil, the
slope and. th.e- a.s..p-e.c.t~•. G.r_Qu.ndb.a.s.ad s..ya.t?Jn8.- a.r.e.l1.sJl.a.lly
more damaging regardless of where they are done.
4. The agency has a history of unsuccessful
plantations in many parts of Southern Oregon .
Logg ing methods r.:md.mana-gement. of plant.at.ions hiElV~
'~(mtr'ibutecr to~th'is,'···a's··has"the' 'hot-~"dry" c'iirnate~in
?9~th~rn Or~g9n. M11~h 9f th~ l~nd pl~nn~~ for h~rve~t
in Southern Oregon is not suitable for multiple
rot.at.ions and t.he influence of clima.t.e change t.ha.t.was
'~ot" ade'ql:Iareiy~'adcfr'ess'ecf'i~ th{s"'docl:I~en't"~iil-'make'"
t.his worse. There is no way to prove t.hat.clear
cutting the last of the original mature forests would
J~?.v~ ,~.a,n.9·t~-?·!·w.9,~lJ9·PF.99:~'9~Jv~J.YP}9.1~19?:rn.'.9E~!:!=~~;;~
Yet, there is evidence from the past that many of
th~~~ l~n~B w9~1~ n~v~r r?99v~ra
5. Effects of fire on soils

?.~ Natural fires burn in 9-.1?-.93',aJC;:P9-r-!·~FJ}· _a?-9-9~/~!}.
'coo'ie'i-(n"~'mature--tie'estands clearing out brush
and. otner plants that interfere with
development of those stands. Where the fire
burns. bo.t.,. is usuall.y in .. op.en..br:llsh. C.0Ve.I_e.d
areas.

b . Broadcast, burnin.g and. band.p.ile. and burn.
techniques can damage the soil be cause the
b.e.at.. is. c.on.c.e.n_t.r:.atl=>d_ in..one. ax:e.a..,

6. Effects of grazing on soils
Lt. bas been. the. prac.ti.ce. o.f. BL.M..over. th.e. years to
grant large grazing allotments to ranchers. Cows
brea k d.o;wn.stre.am.bank.s.and. des.troy na.ti.v.e.



vegetat~Qn and t~amp~e SQ~~S~ ~et the ~anche~s a~e
charged minimal amounts for use of public lands.

D.Fish
Abandoning the ACS of the NWFP will increase the
-l.i.ke.ly decl.ine .in popu-lat-ions o-fsa.lm.on and ot.her -f..ish
species-As previously mentioned, the ACS has been
upheld in the courts. The claim of minimal or no
effect on fish and wildlife in the DEIS despite the
.lac-k o-f stxeam ~ot.ect ..ion and -i.nexease .in .logg-Lngha,s
no scientific basis. Reduction of stream buffers
combined with proposed logging increase will put
further stress on populations already in marginal
ci-:r:cumstances -in -ID.a-r-tya-r:eas, On pg 335-336 VO-l -I, t-he
DEIS discusses TIE fish species. The preferred
a.-lte-t:.nat-i ve w-i-l-l -lead. to t..he -flJo·t:the-r (tecl-i-t:Le o:f these
species. On pg 341 Fig 82 shows the large road and
stream crossing density in Evans Creek Watershed. I
live in this watershed and have observed the
damage (both private and public) from logging, road
building and grazing over the years. How will this
plan help this watershed?

E. Wil~ife Indioator Species
Late Sucoessional Reserves
Two mature forest indicator species discussed in the
-DE-IS -are t.l:le -Nort.l:le-.rn Spotted Ow-l and t.l:le -Ma-r..bled
Muerlett. Both of these species are in severe decline
due to .hab.:Lt.at -lO-s-s" -LOgg-i-Rg -i-t:L-la.te -success-iO-I:la.-l
reserves will contribute to this decline and reduce
t-he popu;Lat-iO-Rs -f1;J=-Lt-he-t:,-Reduct-io.n o:fhab-:it·at -fO-r :t·he
NSO makes it vulnerable to attack by predators such as
t-he --Bar-r:ed Owl" ..Edge e.:E..fect -e-r:ea.tedby ope.M-Rgu.pt.he
canopy of the forest makes the Spotted Owl more
vu:L·Re.:cab-le... -'rhe·SLM WO-P-R -r:e·-l-ies O-R t-he ·d-raft Spotted
Owl Recovery Plan{see discussion under Scientific
·:tna.O~1:J:-Lae-:Le.sand Qu.e-st-:i.O-lls--IV)t.natdid ·not. ·meet peer
review, and proposed critical habitat exemptions by
t,he -F-:i.-s-h.,3,nd .. W-:i.~l-d.l-i..fe-Se-r:v..:i...ce,-T-hesep.ropo.sed Ghange.s
lower habitat protections for a species that is
-aJ.-r:e-ady ·cl-.e-c,.l..:i.-n-L-Rg,.By ..:r:ednc..:Lng tJ,le -r:es.e-r:ve.s, -cr!:-:i.t,.i-c..al
habitat is reduced.

F. Veqet:a.tion/P~ant Communities
1. By reducing the forest community to early seral

stages, a functioning ecosystem is destroyed. Doing
this on the scale of the proportions' proposed in the
-B,.re-:f~-t: -ed. --AJ_-t_-e-r;na.-t:oi. ve -Clan· have --t;.a,r: ..:r:-eaGft..ing..:r: -e-s-i-d:1,Ei~"l
effects. The loss of ot.her forest products such as

,mllShr.:-QGffi ·gathe-r:-ing ·and -t,olH:::·i-sm(:nobody wan-t"s t.0·h..:i.ke



t,.tt.r:01.J.g-h -.3- c-le-a.rcnt.) w-:i-J..-lbe a-.n economic.h-a--r:ds];'t4..p --fo--r:
those who depend on those activities for income.
·Man y p-rod.uct.s --l.-ist.e.d o-t:t pg --2.-5---1--2-5-2 depe.nd O-t:t -an
intact forest.

2. Plant diseases such as Sudden Oak death and Port
Orford Cedar Root disease are transmitted through
·humiiHt.ffiov-emen-t. -t,hr:Qu.g.h wet. -s-o-:i:-l -b00t.-S l' equd.pme-n-t.,
etc. The DEIS fails to adequately address these

-.r:-i-sk-swhe·t:t p.l:o.nn-ing -t,he -immen-se -BI\10lmt. Q.f ...:Ln-c---r:e-a-seQ.
logging.

-3 .•. lilumat:t en-t~an-ce -int.o -new -a-r:~-s -a,-1-s0~i,n-c---r:-€-a-s-est"he
risk of introducing exotic plants such as Star
Thist.le t.hat are very difficult. t.O eradicat.e once
established. Spraying the area with herbicides can
--c---r:-e-at.e-o-t,h-e,r::p-r:-ob.l-e131S--bey-ond -t,he -sc-ope -o.f -t,1;'t-.-is
document.

G. Road Const.ruct.ion
New road construction was addressed briefly on pg 600
wit.h regard to t.he Klamath and habitat types of
plants. The amount of new road construction required
-t.0·ha-r:veB-t. -t,he -amoun-t. -o.f --t·Ambe-r p-hann-ed..f-o-r --ha-r:v-e-st.
under Alternative II must have impacts that reach
beyond t.he K~amath. Thi.s subject. was not. adequat.ely
addressed.

H. Timber Management.
1. The management of timber production is taking a
giant ste~ backwards under WOPR~ RTM has returned to
clearcutting(Regeneration Harvest) as a method of
choice for extracting timber. Tree farms have proven
to be unsuccessful in the long term for a variety of
reasons especially in Southern Oregon where the hot
dry climate is not conducive to rapid conifer growth.
Tn spite of various treatments, such as fertili7er
and herbicides, IT8ny unsuccessful plantations have
become vast brush fields. This effect can be seen in
Southern Oregon on private timber lands that boarder
BLM fore~t~ th8.t h8.ve heen m8.n8.ged under the NWFP 8.~
well as in BLM forests that were managed in the old
W8.y before the NWFP.
In the northern part of Oregon and Washington and in
Coastal areas conifers grow more rapidly with the
potential to regenerate forests. However most of
these plantations do not have a chance to become
forests because of short rotation harvest periods.
Also they are composed of one crop with the diversity
of an actual forest being discouraged.



Some" 1ands r..eferr..ed.to in, the. document. as lSMAs have.
been set aside as a method of protecting some mature
forests, but very few are in Southern Oregon in the
Medford District. Plantations with 80 year rotations
wJJJnever become £orests~Wit.b 50% o£t.be J aJJds jJJ
the Medford District in the harvest base, there won't
he .much. left. o£ the. late. succes.sio.n.a...L £o.re.s.t.s he.r:.e~.
ArlY form of uneven age management would be preferable
t-o c.Le..ar cut.$ .f.or. .r.e.a.s.o.n.s..ment j oned e.arl..i.eL_
Alternative III addresses this issue but is lacking
0.thE:'I p.r..o.t..ectio.n.s~.
2. An alternative management strategy would rely on
thinning smaller trees< 80 years old that could
produce a sustainable supply of tirr~er required by
the O&C Act while at the same time retaining the
intact forest structure that is important for clean
water and diverse plants and wildlife. Restoration
thinning would protect and restore the forest while
contributing to the timber supply.

I. Energy/Minerals
1. Oil/Gas Development-Coos Bay/Salem Districts

I am concerned about the lciI'geNatuL'al gat)
development that is taking place in Coos Ray
district. A potential pipeline could irrevocably
change the landscape and have negatiV-B
environmentaleffects.on surrounding communities.
Ttwas not clear what economic benefits would
result from this project and who would receive
them. ~he potential for exploration and
development in the next 10 years is of concern as
well for Salem and Coos Ray. T,easing prices are
low. It seems as though the tax payers could be
getting more for their money. ~he potential for
private and public land disturbance is huge.

? Mineral Development
Historically up to the present, surface and dtedge
mining have been established in the Medford
District. Mo:~e applications are being filed to the
detriment. oft.he· st.teams" and'l.andscape •. 'The high
number of "Recreational Mining" claims is of
part.icular concern in that. these are "hobby"
miners and not dependent on this practice to make

-a'Living '. 'The-r:ew a,s' rl{) defthit:i:oao f' 't:h is·pract: ice
with regard to the requirements or restrictions.
HOW':L8 ····:Lt. dtf:.f-er::ent·f-:r:om. -otcb.cer:t.:"1pes·of -tl:l.'i:n.i:ng?
There are a lot of applications in the Medford



D:L-st::-r:Lct.-Bnoug.ht.0 -impact. t:he ·-l-an-d-s·cape -and
streams negatively.

J. Recreation
OBVs
There are an llilprecedented number of OHV sites
planned for the Medford District. A number of these
places are already being llsed illegally for t.his
purpose and new ones are being created. Map locations
-o.f pJ.-arme<::L -s-i-t.-e-sw-e-r-e.not. -av-.3.-i-1-ahl-e -~n t~he ·do-c-ument.,
Maps with Range/TWP and Section should have been
p.:r:0\.4-d.-ed~ -SG'lIle -o.f -t,h-e-s-e ·-s--it.-e-s ·5-u(',h -a--s ~J-ohn'·5 ·.l?-e·;'itk--a·re
close to residences where noise is of concern. Others
impact horse and hiking trails~
When land is designated for this use, it is
-e-s-s-e-n-t:.:L-a.l:-ly -G.• 5-a:GE-i..f-i-c-e -a.:r:-e-a--not. -us-abJ.e -f-o--r: -a,ny-t,Mng
else. The noise and toxic wastes and fumes make it

-.impo-..~q.i-b-l-e -t.ob€ -n-soo.·.f-o--r: -oUt-e-.:r: t.ype--s -o.f -4:-e-C'.,.:r:-e-a.-t:--ion,
Also, OHV users do not usually stick to designated
-t:-na±J.-s -s-o.'tlJ.O.r-€ -ba;ta.dw.-i-l-l-b-e -imp-a,ct.-ed. -tJta.n j--1JoSt.-t"he
trail and road system.
It. is import.ant. t.O designate some places for t.his
activity but the plan gives too much land away for
this in the Medford. District~ The increased road
system for timber harvest will allow more OHVs to
-en-t.-e·r -t,h-€ ·.f-o-r-e-s-t. --lan-O.b-as-et.0 -t,h-e 4e-to-r-iment. -o.f ot~l:1_e.:r:
people, landscapes and wildlife.

K. ACEC/Land Conservation System./LSMAs-/Other Protected.
Areas

1 + The Preferred Al t.ernative eliminat.es or part.ia.lly
eliminates 36 ACECs. ACECs are recognized by the
agency as having special va.lues and are set. asid.e
from timber harvest.

2. The VRM crit_eria are also re.Dloved+This means t.hat
clear cuts will now be visible to the casual
observer from the highway~ This could. effect the
tourist industry. People on river trips and hiking
t.rails hardly want. t.o look at. t.he result.s of
Regeneration Harvests. Social and economic impacts
ot.her than t.imber production were not. considered
here(see X-Economy).

3 ~ LSMAs
There are few of these and most are not in Southern
Oregon~ This syst.e.Dlshould. be expanded~ No t.iI!Jber
harvest should be allowed in these areas.

4 + Prot.ect.ed areas have been diminished. in t.his
document, especially in the Medford district.
Informat.ion on t.his subj ect. WCl_S scat.t.ered t.hough



out the document and hard to comprehensibly
integrate, especially when referring to removing
O&C 18nd~ from t.hf2~f28rf28~..M8P~ Wf2rf2nnclf28r.

5. In the Medford District, the nature of these lands
must also be examined. Many will have trees 10
years old or under while late successional forests
are being cut. ~he criteria for designating the
LSMAs was based on the DRP that did not pass peer
review.

L. Global Climate Change
~he DRTS on pg 491 says that the nature of regional
climate change over the next decade is speculative.
The WOPR ignores the latest science on this issue and
the latest forest management science regarding the
value of nat.ural forest.s as carbon sinks. Instead,
BLM chooses to look backwards to their interpretation
of the O&C Act of the 1930s that is outdated with
regard to the latest forest and climate science. The
fact. t.hat.these lat.e successional forest.s could
provide a significant amount of long term carbon
seq-nest-r-at~O-n ...is .not. -recog.n.i...z.€d. o.r .Q.:i-sc4:1.-ssed~

IV. SCIENTIFIC INACCURACIES AND QUESTIONS
A. Spotted Owl Recovery Plan

!l'-heba.si-s -t:o.r .tllueJ:t 0:f t,.he WO.PR-.:is Ute Spot.t.ed Owl.
Recovery Plan and the proposed critical habitat
e.xempt.-.:io.nsby t,.ne ..F-.:i,s.1Q-a:nd .Wi--l4l-.:i-t:eSe-rv.:ice _ !l'.l:\,.L$
reduces the importance of habitat of Spotted Owl
survival and blames declining populations on the
Barred Owl and other issues. Endangered species need
specific habitat. to survive. This draft. plan did not.
pass scientific peer review. Independent peer reviews
concluded that, "1) the recovery team failed to make use of
the best available science and, in fact, appeared to have
selectively cited from the available science to justify a
reduction in habitat protection; (2) the primary issue
threatening the continued persistence of the owl remains the
loss of old growth habitat through logging that prompted the
original listing; (3) too much emphasis was placed on the
adverse effects of barred owl range expansion as a cause of the
owl's continued decline; and (4) the proposed options are not
supported by any reasonable interpretation of the best available
scientific information." In other words, implementing
WQl?R W0HW :J.-Gwe-~ hal::?i--t-at.·p.~t~Gt-i-0~s gHa~a~eeQ by
the NWFP. The greatest loss would be in the Medford
P:i.-~F.4='-:!.{;:t-.-



B. Models
The WOPR uses models that show no significant impacts

on fisheries and endangered species in spite of
increased logging of late successional forests and
.redu.ct-io.tlS -i-n st-ream .bu-f..fe.r w-id_tJ::t-s~ -T.he accuxacy a-nd
use of these models for this purpose is to be
questioned. There are overly optimistic assumptions
about regeneration of trees in tree fa~~ls especially
in Southern Oregon when they have a history of
marginal success at best. The warming drier climate of
Sout,-he-r:--n O-r:egon -may not .be condu('---ive to t.-i-mbe-r
production from tree farms.

X. ECONOMY
The Socio-Economic section was woefully inadequate because
it focused only on county payments and the timber
contribution. Other forest products and the growing tourist
economy were not discussed or analyzed.
Many timber sales in Medford District have been "below
co-st."be--ne--f--:it.--:i--ngt,he t.-i-mbe.r --:i.ndu-st---ry-at. t.ne 6-Kpe-tl.se O-f t,.he
taxpayer.

S('---ie.nt.--:i-.f--ic-i-tlace-u-r-ac·ie-s due to tJ::te depe--nde-tlce on. dat.a -f-rom
the DRP, the Modeling issue and elimination of the ACS and
The S/M (which have been upheld by the courts) could make
this document subject to legal scrutiny. Transforming
Southern Oregon into a vast tree farm will have negative
consequences in the long term for fish, wildlife,
veget<!J.t--ioR, sO--i--l.s, tou-r--:ist,':) -a-ndSout-he-r-n O-r:egon --re-S--ide-nts,
This plan needs reconsideration. The NO ACTION Alternative
is the only real choice as presented in this document.

-lA. .bet te--r:a-lte--r-nat-i ve would. -.fOCllS on p.lant-a.t--:ion t.h:L.tlXb-i.ng.•
This could fulfill the O&C requirements and provide a
·Su,st a:Lnab--l.e -supp-l y of t--imbe--r:wh-i--le ·-r:eta-i.R :the --Last o-f :tlte
late successional forests and protecting and our streams
and riparian areas.
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2801 SYKES CREEK RD
ROGUE RIVER OR 97537


