Siskiyou Regional Education Project

9335 Takilma Road

Cave Junction, Oregon 97523

(541) 592-4459, www.siskiyou.org

To: Bureau of Land Management, Oregon/ Washington State Office

10/21/2005

      Attn: Western Oregon Planning Revision (OR930.1)

      P.O. Box 2965

      Portland, Oregon 97208

      <orwopr@or.blm.gov>

Re: Scoping comments for the Western Oregon Plan Revision

Siskiyou Project is a conservation advocacy and education organization headquartered in the Illinois Valley, Southwest Oregon.  We deal mainly with public land issues

As BLM begins analysis and develops alternatives for a Revision of the management plans of the western Oregon districts, please consider the following issues, concerns, questions, suggestions and information:

· National Environmental Policy Act – NEPA demands a full range of “legal” alternatives.  Please do not include alternatives that are in violation of laws including the Endangered Species Act.  Perform analysis and provide alternatives that address the issues and concerns expressed in the following bulleted paragraphs.
· The revised BLM management plans will recompute the harvest levels (Allowable Sale Quantity) for each BLM District.  It is important that this computation be realistic and not compromise important factors such as economic and ecological sustainability, recreational opportunities, and fish/wildlife population health and viability.  We are concerned that the current Allowable Sale Quantity for each District is falsely optimistic and inflated, given the new land allocations and regulatory constraints that have occurred since 1994.  Please provide details on the assumptions and procedures being used to recompute the Allowable Sale Quantity.
· Land Use allocations – It is important to allocate BLM lands in a way that recognizes and conserves the land so as to provide clean water, functioning fish and wildlife habitat and recreational opportunity.

· Wild and Scenic Rivers – There should be an analysis for water bodies potentially eligible for National Wild and Scenic River designation (either in Recreational, Scenic or Wild status).  In the Grants Pass Resource Area, Rough and Ready Creek and the West Fork Illinois should be considered with “Botanical, Ecological and Scenic” “outstandingly remarkable values” and North Fork Silver with “Fisheries, Ecological, Recreational and Scenic” values.  Tributaries should be considered as well as mainstems in this regard (as was analyzed and designated on the Wild and Scenic Smith River, Del Norte Co., CA) 

· Research Natural Areas – BLM should investigate and analyze for any “cells” that need representation for the BLM land base under revision.

· Areas of Critical Environmental Concern – BLM should invite the public and its own staff to nominate ACECs.  It is important that areas of critical concern be identified, analyzed and, hopefully, protected before BLM projects degrade the “concerns”.

· Wilderness Study Areas – BLM needs to identify “primitive areas” including roadless areas on BLM lands.  Roadless areas have documented scientific and ecological values that are not found on the developed parts of the landscape.  These values are worth retaining.

· Other primitive areas – Any primitive area (an area largely without roads or logging) that is over 200 acres in size (100 acres?) should be identified and protected as a special area.  BLM ownership is largely low elevation and low-elevation primitive areas are scarce, endangered and worth saving.  An inventory and analysis of these areas needs to be conducted in this NEPA process.  Areas that should be considered include the primitive area in the Birdseye-Jones project and an area on Althouse Creek (in the Althouse Project area: t40s,r07w,s.9) that is unroaded and biodiverse.

· Special Areas – The Illinois Valley Botanical Emphasis Area needs to be revisited in terms of its boundaries and management guidelines.  In the present plan, management standards are vague.  BLM needs to consider standards and guidelines that protect the habitat (ecosystem management) and not just the listed and sensitive plant species (single species management).  Other candidate areas for “Emphasis Areas” should be identified and analyzed.

· Late-Successional Habitat – As noted in the Northwest Forest Plan, Late-Successional habitat is at a premium particularly over the range of the Northern Spotted Owl (whose range corresponds with the planning area for this revision effort) where logging has depleted and fragmented habitat.  Protection of this habitat is important as it is vital habitat for late-successional dependent species, provides thermal and hiding cover for many additional species, is a relatively stable habitat type regarding the effects of fire and is an important habitat type regarding the maintenance and protection of aquatic functioning.  It is important that the “revision analysis” contain alternatives that protect a range of this habitat type including one that protects all remaining older forests.

· 50% Late Successional Rule – The Northwest Forest Plan mandates that each 5th field analysis area should retain 50% of its late-successional forest.  The present situation should be analyzed and displayed in the DEIS.  The 50% should be 50% of all lands in the analysis area and not just of the “commercial” forested lands.  In a watershed with large amounts of ultramafics, oak woodlands, etc. the late-successional forests are all the more precious and shouldn’t necessarily be halved.

· Closed canopy forest habitat – Late Successional habitat is one component of closed canopy habitat but younger stands (particularly over 50 years old) and mixed-age stands are very important.  The younger stands are the LS habitat of the future.  Additionally, they provide cover and foraging habitat for northern spotted owls.  In the drier forests of the Medford District, these younger and mixed-age stands are vital to many closed-canopy dependent and associated species and can’t  cleaved off and opened up without impacting the habitat as a whole and the species that utilize the habitat.  The remaining stands of cool (during dry season) closed canopy forests are particularly important in southwest Oregon where temperatures are very high and many habitat types (such as pine-oak woodland) do not form closed canopies.

· Forests of the Interior Valleys and proximate slopes – The interior valleys of western Oregon are where many important biological values are located.  At the same time, these valleys are also where private ownership, residential conversion and agricultural conversion are concentrated.  Logging of these valleys has been on-going for many decades.  The logical places off which to build a biological reserve network for these valleys are the public (mostly BLM) lands that co-mingle with the private ownership.

In southwest Oregon, the BLM lands in and near the valleys provide a vital role as refugia that hold small relic and source populations of plants and animals, provides closed-canopy habitat and hiding and thermal cover for various wildlife species and greatly improves connectivity for many species as they deal with the barrier-effect of the interior valleys.  

Additionally, these BLM lands are important for recreational, scenic and quality of life values as they are commonly close to the residents of Oregon.

The best use of this land is not as a source of logs.  The highest public use would retain the wildlife, recreational, scenic and related values while providing fuel reduction activities as many of these areas are in the rural interface.

· Survey and Manage Species – Protection for Survey and Manage Species should be addressed in the revision analysis.

· Endangered Species Act – How will alternatives that increase the amount of logging comply with the ESA?  It is important that alternatives comply with this law.

· Public Domain lands – The BLM maintains that the O&C Act places some restrictions on O&C lands regarding the protection of ecological values.  Any such restrictions should not apply to Public Domain lands.  These lands should be identified in the analysis and should be analyzed as a separate component than the O&C lands.

· Density Management as a silvicultural technique – The EIS process should analyze the impacts, benefits, negative impacts and associated risks that are involved with density management logging prescriptions.  How do treated stands effects closed-canopy dependent and associated wildlife?  How do they affect fire behavior?  To what extent do they encourage growth of understory fuels?  Where is the science behind this technique?

· Diameter limits – Alternatives should include ones that utilize diameter limits and analyze the economics of this approach.  Diameter limits can be a strong surrogate for age.  By using diameter limits, the agency can retain old trees and target the younger trees that are more likely an artifact of fire suppression.  These smaller trees are the ones whose removal may actually improve forest health and lessen the risk of stand replacement fire.  Additionally, less controversy and legal action is engendered.

· Rural Interface Areas – The analysis needs to address fuel reduction of brush and small diameter trees in this zone.

· Fish and Wildlife – The analysis should contain alternatives that protect fish and wildlife populations and habitat across the BLM ownership.

· Port Orford Cedar – This endemic tree species of southwest Oregon and northwest California has been heavily logged off and subject to infection from P. lateralis, a lethal root disease.  The analysis needs to offer a strategy to stop the disease spread and retain all uninfected populations of the ecologically important species.

· Plants – Rare, listed, endemic and other special plants species should be identified and protected and a strategy for that protection should be offered in the DEIS.

· Sustainability – The O&C Act states that O&C lands should be managed in a sustainable way.  It appears that BLM timber cutting on these lands has never been sustainable except for short time periods when administrative and legal hurdles where placed by public interest organizations.  The BLM should address the “sustainability” issue in the analysis.

· Deferred Watersheds – Watersheds that have impaired aquatic ecological functioning due to BLM logging and other factors were identified and deferred in the Medford District BLM plan.  This analysis should be updated.  Deer Creek (Illinois River tributary) may be a candidate for deferral.

· Fuel treatments – The effects of different fuel treatment prescriptions should be analyzed in the DEIS.  Fuel treatments are needed on many BLM lands but some treatments can reduce species diversity by destroying important habitat and/or not address fire danger concerns adequately.

· Roads – Road systems and their impacts and risks need to be analyzed.  Roads densities of 5th field watersheds should be provided.  Particularly erosive and risky roads should be identified and analyzed.  Alternatives should include road decommissioning as an action item.

· ORVs – The off-road vehicle issue needs to be addressed.  Alternatives should include “off limit to ORVs unless signed otherwise” regulations.

· Mineral Withdrawal – Areas should be considered for mineral withdrawal.  This includes ACECs, WSAs, Wild and Scenic River candidates and other ecologically valuable parts of the BLM landscape.

· It is important that BLM retain options during the period of the revision planning process.  Natural areas and unroaded areas should not be entered or logged and older forests and large trees should be retained.

Thank you for considering these scoping comments.  Siskiyou Project will stay engaged in the BLM Plan Revision process and may send additional scoping comments to you.

Sincerely,

Julie Norman

Executive Director

Romain Cooper

Conservation Consultant

