# | Name of Commentor # | Name of Commentor # Name of Commentor
1 Gerald F. Jeli 29 | Lydia Garvey 57 Vasiliki P. and Paul Jr. L. Kelly
2 | Howard S. Gold 30 | Barbara Dudman 58 Gerald and Robin Wisdom
3 Tim Rosenthal 31 | Richard Campos 59 Donald Fontenot
4 | Jacob S. Handwerher 32 | C.E. Close M.D. 60 McKenzie Flyfishers
5 Ianto Evans 33 | Bruce Campbell 61 Olive Miller
6 | Allison Hamilton 34 | Gerald Orchard 62 Joanne Vinton
7 Friends of Living 35 | Dr. & Mrs. Jonathan S. 63 James Bender
Oregon Waters Levy
8 | Nan & Walter Simpson | 36 | Sally Streeter 64 Clifford E. Anderson
9 | J. Cass 37 | Frances Petschek 65 Gary and Christine Pellett
10 | Gary Brostek 38 | Paul Moss 66 Patricia K., Just Imagine U, Inc.
11 | Sallie S. Danielson 39 | R. Mechan 67 C Smith
12 | Lynn Pruzan 40 | Terry Raymer 68 Mark R. Furler
13 | Lea Wood 41 | Barbara Deutsch 69 Shirley Nelson
14 | David and Julie 42 | Siskiyou Project 70 | Charles Steadman
Occhioto
15 | David Rains Wallace 43 | Headwaters 71 Randall E. Hartman
16 | Northwest 44 | Klamath Siskiyou 72 | James Bender
Environmental Defense
Center
17 | Ted Scourles 45 | Stacy Drake 73 Phyllis Kirk
18 | Alex Hamilton III 46 | Jonathan Levann 74 Myra Erwin
19 | Judith K. Canepa 47 | Association of O & C 75 | Deborah Newell
Counties
20 | Jeremy Kamil 48 | Lance Bisaccia 76 Dianna Huntington
21 | William K. Steele 49 | Siskiyou Chapter, Native | 77 | Peter Zadis
Plant Society of Oregon
22 | Barry D. Blumberg 50 | Elaine Woodriff 78 M.L. Chris Fielding
23 | Jim O’Niel 51 | Chris Matheurn 79 Corrie Watterson
24 | Oregon Natural 52 | Rachel Aquino 80 | Robert Adams
Resource Council
25 | Neil Seigel 53 | Joan Baylie and Jim 81 | Mr. & Mrs. Stephen L. Graves
Mullins
26 | David Mildrexler 54 | John Schraufnagel 82 Reg Reagau
27 | John Saemann 55 | Phyllis Macy 83 Charlie Vincent
28 | Karen L. Machciniski 56 | Bradley H. Boyden 84 Connie Lonsdale




# Name of Commentor | # Name of Commentor # Name of Commentor

85 | Rod Birney, M.D. 107 | Diane Hillgrove 130 | Elizabeth Roberts

86 | John M. Kalb 108 | United States 131 | John Yoakum
Environmental Protection
Agency Region 10

87 | Paul T. Howard 109 | Jane Moody 132 | Francis Eatherington

88 | John Saemann 110 | Karen Salley PhD 133 | Don Schuman

89 | Susan Landu 111 | Steven Polinger 134 | Sarah Damsell

90 | Dorothy J. Layman 112 | George Shook 135 | Marion Warfield

91 | John Pamperin 113 | Carla Winston 136 | Scott Vasak

92 | Susanna DeFazio 114 | Swanson Group, Inc. 137 | Guy Prouty

93 | Sharon Laskey 115 | Barry Sniktkin 138 | Alice Di Micele

94 | David Shane 116 | David Dillon 139 | Christine Perala

95 | Julie Remmerde 117 | Justin Fleming 140 | Adrienne Sturbois

96 | Helon Howard 118 | Dave Metz 141 | Cheyne Cumming

97 | Margie Mee 119 | Judith Gonzalez 142 | Rebecca P. Wilmore
Plascencia

98 | Eletheah Kesarah 120 | Bill Yake 143 | Odgen Kellogg

99 | Steve Krisa 121 | Steve Koller 144 | Larry Laitner

100 | Carol Ampel 122 | Dave Willis

100 | Carol Ampel 123 | S. Gertsch/R.Moore

101 | Alison Miller 124 | Beverly B. McDonald

102 | Southern Oregon 125 | Wayne L. Kelly

Timber Industries
Association (SOTIA)

103 [ Robert R. Rodriguez 126 | Cynthia M. Hogan

104 [ Swanson Group 127 | Rolf Starr

105 | Robert L. Harvey 128 | Gerald G. Gold

106 | M. Levin 129 | Russell Frankel




Lynda Boody

Bureau of Land Management
Medford District Office

3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

Dear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for Mining for the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale. | am outraged that the BLM
is proposing to log in native and old-growth forests in the Zane Grey
roadiess area.

| believa that:

* the Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected - no roadbuilding
(ternporary or permanent) and no logging!

* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern Spotted
Owl habitat. The habitat of owls and other sensitive species should be
protected, not iogged!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental Concern
(ACEC) should include the full 2,844 acres

* the logging of old-growth and maiure forests destroys habitat while
increasing fire risk - no more native/old-growth logging!

Thank you for considering my comrments. | believe that every affort must
be made to protect the native forests, roadless areas and watersheds of
the Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully,

Geraid F. Jeli

6524 SW View Point Terrace
Portland, Oregon 87201-3515
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July 10, 2002

Bureau of Land Management

Medford District Office

3040 Biddie Road

Medford, OR 975064 @
Attn: Lynda Boody

Dear Ms. Boody,

I am writing to ask that the Medford office of the BLM remove the Kelsey-Whisky
timber sale (in the Zane Grey roadless complex) from its list of proposed cuts.

Why in the worid is the BLM still insisting on logging old growth, when survey after
survey of the American public shows that WE WANT OLD GROWTH PRESERVED!
What does it take to get the attention of the policy makers at the BLM?

The proposed timber sale would clear-cut anciem forests and punch logging roads into
the pristine Zane Grey roadless area adjacent to the Wild Rogue Wilderness.

The Zane Grey roadless complex is a remarkably wild and rugged forest amid an ocean
of clear-cuts along the famous Wild & Scenic Rogue River, The 46,646 acre area is the
largest intact forested roadless area managed by the BLM in the entire country. The
ancient forests of Zane Grey currently provide irreplaceable habitat for rare species such
as the Northern spotted owl, Fisher, Southern Oregon Coho salmon, bald eagle, Tailed
frog, Del Norie salamander, and the Northwestern pond tustle.

This priceless area should and must be left alone. No logging, no roadbuilding.

How can we honestly expect people in South America to quit logging their globally-
significant rainforests, when we can’t even leave the last remaining vestiges of our old
growth forests in place? Let’s get real, and set a global example we can be proud of (for
once}.

Very sincerely,

Allison Hamilton
18230 Frost Road
Daallas OR 97338.9468

¢c: Congressman Peter De Fazio,
151 W, Seventh St., #400
Eugene, Oregon 97401-2649

-



Friends of Living Oregon Waters
P.0. Box 511, Ashiand, OR 87520 « $41-482-2049 # [Lrw(Toregomvaters. ofg « W, oregansalers.org

July 12, 2002

Sherwood Tubman, Team Eeader
Bureau of Land Management
Medford District Office

3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

RE: Kelsey-Whisky Draft Landscape Management Plan DEIS comments
Dear Medford Bureau of Land Management,

Friends of Living Oregon Waters (FLOW) is a non-profit, 501(c)3, public interest conservation
organization whose mission is to advocate for the protection and restoration of Oregon's waters.
FLOW uses legal oversight and public education to help protect Oregon's rivers, streams, lakes,
wetlands, and groundwater from the impacts of poltution and development. FLOW monitors the
ecotogical health and management of all Wild and Scenic Rivers in the state of Oregon including the
Wild and Scenic Rogug River and its tributaries.

FLOW’s comments advocate for protection of water quality, fisheries, wikdtife, biodiversity,
forest health, recreation, economic diversity, and public disclosure.

Hydrology
Riparian

I. We support the closing of roads through decommissioning and closing with gates/barricades.
We commend the Medford BLM on their proposal (Aliernative 4 of Kelsey- Whisky DEIS) to
decommission 13.8 miles of road and close an additional 18 miles of road with
gates/barricades.

2. Roads and logging degrade aquatic ecosystems by increasing levels of fine sediment deposited
in streams and by altering natural streamflow patterns. Increased fine sediment deposition in
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streams and altered streamflows and channel morphology result in increased adult and juvenile
salmonid mortality, a decrease in aquatic amphibian and invertebrate abundance or diversity,
and decreased habitat complexity. The DEIS did not present information regarding the
significant effects of road construction (temporary or permanent), regeneration, thinning, and
riparian activities on aquatic health. Deferring analysis to a brief, non site-specific ACS
Appendix (Appendix 11), is not acceptable according to the public disclosure requirements of
NEPA. Furthermore, FLOW asserts that the Medford BLM is vastly underestimating the
significance of the proposed regeneration, road activity, and thinmng on various stteams in the
planning area.

. The DEIS did not present scientific evidence regarding the impacts of logging and road
construetion (even with regeneration planned) on riparian areas. FLOW summarizes and lists a
sampling of references below with applicable findings for BLM consideration.

Roads degraded stream habitat for aquatic species, including salmonids, by accelerating
erostonal processes and modifying natural drainage networks. Roads accelerate soil erosion
rate¥%ue to surface erosion and mass soil movement such as slumps and earthflows, debris
aQiches, debris flows, and debris torrents. High rates of stream sedimentation result from

MW erosion. Soil erosion rates (tn3/hectare) were 30 to 304 times higher on forests

‘ with rdads than undisturbed forest. Roads also attered sireamflow raies and volumes, which
alog with increased sedimeriation, resulted in altered stream channel geometry. Acting as new
flowpaths for water, roads increased the channel network over watersheds, increasing the
drainage density. Erosion resvlted in sedimentation of streams and declines in spawming
habitat when 1oo high a propertion of fine sediment was deposited. Macroinvertebrates, the
primary food source of juvenile fish, also declined when large amounts of sediment wese
present. (Furniss, M. J., T. D. Reclofs and C. 8. Yee. 1991. Road construction and
maintenance. In Influences of forest and rangeland management on salmonid fishes and their
habitats. American Fisheries Society Special Publication 19: 297-323}

Logging activities degraded stream habitat by changing the amount, quality, and timing of
flowing water, increasing erosion rates, and reducing strcam habitat diversity. Logging altered
streamflows by affecting snow accumulation rates in forests and snow melt rates. Because of
vegetation removal, logging also changed evapotranspiration rates and soil water content, with
resulting increases in annua) runoff. Soil compaction changed infiltration rates and therefore
runoff and erosion rates. Stream channel structures were also altered after logging, with a
corresponding loss of the habitat diversity required by fish populations. By accelerating erosion
rates, logging increased sedimentation rates of streams. In the steep and high-rainfall forests of
Oregon, Washington, British Columbia, and Alaska, for example, mass movements of soil were
the dominant erosional process. Many of these mass movements originated on open areas after
logging, with increases in frequency ranging from two to 31 times.

{Charoberlin, T. W., R. D. Harr and F. H. Everest. 1991. Timber harvesting, silviculiure, and
watershed processes. In Influences of forest and rangcland management on salmomd fishes and
their habitats. American Fisheries Society Special Publication 19: 181-203)

Soil erosion rates due to debris slides were many times higher on forests with roads, landings,
and logging activity than on undisturbed forests. Mass erosion events were inventoricd over a
20-year period in the Siskiyou National Forest in the Klamath Mountains of southwestern
Oregon. Aerial photos were analyzed from 24 forest sites and erosion attributed to roads,
logging, or natural events. The volume of soil mass movements was estimated from the

2
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photographs, with partial field checking to confirm accuracy. Debris slides were found to be the
primary type of mass erosion, accounting for about 80% of the volume of soil moved and 90%
of mass erasion events inventoried. A total of almost 1.5 miilion yd3 of debris slide erosion
occurred. Roads, occupying 2% of the area studied, were the sites for more than half the slides
and 60% of the erosion volume. Clearcut areas, occupying 10% of the area studied, were the
sites for 34% of the slide events and 18% of the slide volume.

(Amaranthus, M. P, R. M. Rice, N. R. Barr and R. R. Ziemer. 1985. Logging and forest roads
related to increased debris slides in southwestern Oregon. Journal of Forestry 83: 229-233)

Roads were responsible for 61% of the soil volume displaced by erosion in northwestern
California. This study inventory covered 344 miles of roads in the Coast and Klamath
Mountains. Roads were thinly rocked, graveled, or heavily rocked and regularly maintained
logging roads. Slope, grade, aspect, cut-and-fill height, and soil volume displaced by erosion
were recorded on each 1-mile road segment. Mass erosion was the predominant form of
erosion occurring in the study sites. Roads caused 152 of the 171 major erosional events
inventoried (events that displaced more than 20 cubic yards of soil), and 61% of the soil
volume displaced by erosion was due to these road-related events. The remainder was due to
natural events and some logging-caused erosion. Road-related erosion increased with the slope
traversext by the road. Seasonal roads had similar erosion rates to main-haul (and regularly
maintained) roads. In a separate study, erosion due to roads relative to logging areas was
studied in 30,000 acres of commercia! tirnberland in Six Rivers National Forest. The road
network occupied less than 4% of the total logging area. Total erosion from the 30,000 acres
was 137,800 cubic yards. Of this total, 40% came from the roads and 60% from the logged
arcas. The average erosion rate in the road rights-of-way (47 cubic yards per acre) was 17 times
the average erosion rate in the logging areas (2.82 cubic yards per acre).

(McCashion, J. D. and R. M. Rice. 1983, Erosion on logging roads in northwestern California:
How much is avoidable? Journal of Forestry §1: 23-26)

Clearcutting increased the frequency of mass soil movements from hillsides. A review of the
scientific literature, including research from Alaska, Utah, California, Qregon, and Japan,
demonstrated that clearcutting on slopes increased the frequency of mass soil movement events
(landslides, earthflows, slips, ete.). The loss of forest cover was believed to affect slope
stability in two principal ways:
a) Mechanical root support due to interconnected oot systems was lost after logging.
Research in Alaska, for example, indicated a time lag after clearcutting before landslide
activity increased and a lack of landslide correlation with rainfall intensity, The authors
believe this is due to the increased deterioration of root systerns with time. Other studies
similarly shewed that with incteasing age and maturity, the effectiveness of forest cover
in preventing landslides increased.
b) A denuded slope was likely to reach critical soil saturation earlier than a forested
slope (since no transpiration from trees can oceur). Therefore, during a large storm, it
was predicted that these soils would reach a critical failure condition earlier than a
forested slope would.
(Gray, D. H. 1970. Effects of forest clear-cutting on the stability of natural slopes.
Bulletin of the Association of Engineering Geologists 7: 45-66)

During storm events in southwestern Washington, average sediment levels in runoff from forest
roads ranged from 500 mg/] to 20,000 mg/l. Roads were direct sources of sediment delivery to
streams, with approxmately 34% of road drainage points entering stream channels. The

3
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authors studied the erosion of sediment from two kinds of forest gravel roads in southwestern
Washington: heavily used, valley-botiom haul reads and midslope secondary hanl roads.
Sampling sites were located at the downslope of each cross-drain and at ditches draining from
cut slopes. Traffic nse of each road was also monitered. The sediment produced from each
1oad segment was relaied to traffic rate as well as to type of road surfacing material. The
majority of the sediment produced {80%) was material finer than 0.004 mm. Steeper roads
produced a higher proportion of coarser material {primarily sand). Average sediment
concentrations from the secondary road sites were 2,000 mg/i, with a maximum of 19,500 mg/l
Hourly concentrations from the mainline road ranged from 500-700 mg/l, occasionally
exceeding 20,000 mg/l. Delivery of this sediment to streamns was investigated by carrying out
an inveniory of road drainage sites in three watersheds. Two thousand drainage points, along
736 km of road, were identified. Of these, 34% directly cntered streams rather than draining
into the forest floor.
(Biley, R. E., K. Suilivan and S. H. Duncan. 19289. The generation and fate of road-surface
sediment in forested watersheds m southwestern Washington. Forest Science 35: 453-468)

(ravel] forest roads generated up to 440 tons of sediment/km/year from surface erosion. A one-
year Held study was conducted to determine how much sediment was generated from forest
road surfaces and from ditches and cutbanks. Ten road segments were investigated in the
Olympic Mountains of Washington State. Of these, eight were gravel roads and two were
paved roads. Traffic use was categonized as heavy (more than four logging trucks per day),
moderate (one to four trucks), light, and abandoned. During rainstorms, water discharge was
measured at the mouth of each culvert and from natural lips on abandoned roads. Rainfall
intensities were recorded at each sampling location. Three factors - traffic intensity, road
gradient, and road segment length - were mvestigated, Sediment loss was related to traffic
intensity and was highest on heavy-use gravel roads compared to unused roads or paved roads.
Sediment yield from cutbanks ard ditches alongside paved roads was less than 1% of that from
gravel roads. Heavily used roads were calculated to produce 440 tons of sediment/km/yr over
the period of study, compared to lighily used roads with 3.8 tons/km/yr and paved roads with 2
tons/km/yr.

(Reid, L. M. and T. Dunne. 1984. Sediment production from forest road surfaces. Water
Resources Research 20: 1753-1761)

Roads and clearcut logging increased peak stream discharges and advanced the timing of peak
discharges in multiple paired watershed studies, most likely because of subsurface flow being
converted to surface flow at road cuts. Even after many years, roads and clearcut logging, both
together and separately, resulted in sipnificant increases in stream peak discharges. The study
exarines paired watersheds in the westem Cascades and examined road building, fogging, and
peak discharge records te compare streamflow peaks pre- and post-treatment. Records for two
pairs of small basins extended over 34 years, and records for three adjacent lasge basin pairs
extended over 50 to 55 years. One of the small watersheds was 100% clearcut without road
coenstruction. After clearcuiting, a significant number of storms resulted in higher peak
discharges and volimes, and bepan earlier. A higher-than-expected number of runoff events
had greater peaks and volumes. Sixteen to 22 years after clear-cutting, average peak discharges
were still significantly higher {almost 40%) than pre-logging levels. The second small basin
provided four years of data on the tmpact of roads alene, before logging began. Roads ocoupied
6% of the watershed. After road construction, a higher-than-expected number of storm evenis
bad higher peak discharges and began earlier, Afier clearcutting 25% of the watershed, average

4



peak discharge increased by 50% in the first five years, and storm discharges began an averape
of six hours carlier than pre-treatment. After 25 years, average peak discharges were still
significantly (more than 25%) higher than pre-management levels, Similarly, in the three large
basin pairs, peak discharge increased as cumulative area logged increased. Bepin times were
not reported. The authors note that the most likely mechanism for the increase in peak flow due
to just roads was road cuts converting subsurface flow to surface flow, which was then routed
directly to stream channels. Logging, they conclude, had an impact on streamflow due to
changes in evapotranspiration and snow accumulation and melt rates.

(Jomes, J. A and G. E. Grant. 1996. Peak flow responses to clear-cutting and roads in small and
large basins, western Cascades, Oregon. Water Resources Research 32; 959.974)

Roads formed new surface flow paths to natural channels and incised new gullies, so ncreasing
the routing efficiency of water; thereby probably explaining some higher stream peak flows.
Two fifth-order basins (Lookout Creek and Blue River), in the western Cascades of Oregon,
were studied to determine the mechanism by which logging roads may alter stream peak flows
by changing water routing efficiency. The road density in each basin was 1.9 kmv/km?2, and
roads occupied 3% of cach basin's area. A sample of 62 km of the road network was surveyed.
A total of thirty-one 2-kimn transects was selected, and the transects were subdivided into
segments af each culvert. Study sites were distributed between valley, midslope, and ridgetop
sites and among roads ranging in construction period from the 1950s to the 1990s, A subsample
was also studied immediately after storm events. Road culverts delivered water 1o natural
stream channels at stream crossings, into new guilies incised below culvert autlets, or onto
hillslopes, where water reinfiltrated the soil. The first two tnechanisms of surface flow linked
the roads directly to the stream channel network, More than 57% of the total road length
surveyed was calculated to be connected to the streamn network by these two flowpaths. Of the
436 culverts examined, 33% crossed streams and 23% were ditch-relief culveris with gullies
incised below. Thirty-four percent of the road length drained to stream channels and 24%
drained to gullies. Of the gully-forming culverts studied immediately after storm events,
approximately half directed surface mnoff to a nearby channel or saturated area. The authors
estimated that these new flowpaths due to roads resulted in an increased drainage density of
36% and 3% in the two basins, although they noted that these figures would probably vary by
season and by the degree to which gullies were conmected to streams.

(Wemple, B. C,, I. A. Jones and G. E. Grant. 1996. Channel network extension by logging
roads in two basins, western Cascades, Oregon. Water Resources Bulletin 32: 1195-1207)

Forest roads extended the natural channel network, initiated new channels, and increased the
susceptibility of steep slopes to landsliding. Road cuts intercepted subsurface flow and diverted
it to roadside ditches. Field surveys were conducted at three sites in the western United States
to investigate road drainage and associated landsliding and channel network extension. The
study sites were located in 1) the southern Sierra Nevada; 2) on Mettman Ridge in the Oregon
Coast Range; and 3) on Huelsdonk Ridge on the Olympic Peninsula. Drainage area and skope
were determined to be the key criteria contributing to slope instability (so leading to landslides)
and initiation of new water channels. The anthor mapped all discharge points from the roads
and estimated the contributing drainage area. In each area, average ground slopes were also
measured. In the southern Sierra Nevada site, road drainage resulted in the road surface acting
as an extension of the natural channel network. Road cuts had diverted both surface and
subsurface flow inte ditches. Four hollows had lost natura) drainage waters due to diversion by
the roads. Three different hollows received extra drainage from the road system. The overail

drainage density of the area studied (1.2 km?) had increased by a factor of 1.6. Forest roads
5



studied in Oregon and Washingion were both ridgetop roads. Roads had initiated new channels,
Road-associated landsliding was highest on the steepest slopes and on slopes having the
greatest drainage area. Drainage density due to new water flowpaths increased by a factor of
1.23 at the Oregon study site; no figure was reported for the Washington site. Road discharge
points were stuched immediately after rainfall only at Oregon site. At other sites, the author
estimate that mapping accuracy of drainage areas was within +/- 30%%.

{(Montgomery, D. R. 1994. Road surface drainage, channel initiation, and slope instability.
Water Resources Research 34: 1925-1932)

Salmonid survival rates decreased after logging and road construction as fine sediment levels in
strcams increased and as important habitat characteristics, including the avmber of pools and
winter cover, decreased. Studies from Oregon, Idaho, British Columbia, and Alaska, for
instance, showed that salmomd abundance and fry survival decreased as fine seditnent levels
increased after logging. Fine sediment in deposits or suspension aiso reduced the availability of
food in sireams by reducing invertebrate abundance and primary preduction. Suspended
sediment increases were shown to affect salmonids in various ways, including avoidance,
cessation of feeding, and disrupted social behavior. The increased frequency of landslides and
other mass erosion events due to logging and roads chanped channel morphology, reducing
pool area and depths and resulting in stream reaches that were wider, shallower, and more
prone to bank erosion. Studies in British Columbia, for instance, showed that pool habitat was
reduced by an average of 79% in streams affecied by debris torrents and suitable winter cover
was reduced by an average of 75%. Coho salmon winter survival averaged 1.8% in stream
reaches affected by debris torrents compared to survival rates of 24.5% in unaffected streams.
{Hicks, B. J., J. D. Hall, P. A. Bisson and I. R. Sedeli. 1991. Responses of salmonids to habitat
changes. In Influences of forest and rangeland management on salmonid fishes and their
habitats. American Fisheries Society Special Publication 19: 483-518)

Survival rates of Coho saimon and steelhead trout fry decreased as the proportion of fine
sediment in spawning gravel increased. Laboratory experiments were conducted at the Alsea
Watershed Study field station to investigate the relationship between the proportion of fine
sediment in spawning gravel and the survival of coho salmon {Oncorhyrichus kisutch) and
steelhead trout (Salmo gairdneri) fry. Six different gravel sizes were mixed in troughs to create
spawning gravel sirmlar in composition to natural cohe salmon redds in Deer Creek, in the
Oregon Coast Range. The proportion of fine sediment (sand 1-3 mmn in diameter) was then
increased by 10% increments to create eight gravel mixtures with 0-70% sand by volume. Coho
salmon and steethead fry were buried in the gravel, and their date of emergence, survival, and
weight were recorded. Six replicates were tested. As the proportion of fine sediment in the
gravel mixtures increased, coho salmon fiy emerged earlier and were smaller in size. Their
survival rates decreased as fine sediment percentage increased, from 96% survival in the
control gravel mixture to 8% survival in the mixtures confaining 7G% sand. Fine sediment
proportions had no effect on the timing of steelhead fry emergence. However, thelr survival
patterns were similar to those of coho salmon fty, with 99% survival for steclhead fry in the
contro} mixture and 18% in the 70% sand mixture. The authors note that sediment sizes smaller
than 1 mm were not tested in iheir experiment and {hat total emergent fry survival coukd be
even lower nnder conditions that inciuded finer sediment. They also note that if fish were
exposed to high sediment levels for a longer time period, from egg fertilization through
development, mortality due to indirect eftects such as low oxygen concentrations could be
higher.



(Phillips, R. W., R. L. Lamz, E. W. Claire and J. R. Moring. 1975. Some effects of gravel
mixtures on emergence of cohio salmon and stecthead trout fry. Transactions of the American
Fisheries Society 3: 461-466)

Brook trout populations declined significantly after streamn sedimentation levels increased.
Populations of stream benthic inveriebrates (the major food source of brook trout) declined
significantly after stream sediment levels increased. Higher fine sediment levels in a stream
resnited in a loss of pool habitat, fish cover, changes in stream veloeity, and higher summer
water temperatures. The effects of sedimentation on populations of trook trowt (Safvelinus
Jontinalisy and stream channel physical characteristics were investigated over a period of 15
years in Hunt Creek in the Lower Peninsula of Michigan. Trout populations were monitored for
five years prior to sand deposition, for five years during which sand was introduced into the
stream, and then five more years without adding sand. The study area was divided into two 1-
mile sections, with the upper section of the stream serving as a control throughout the study.
For five years, sand was introduced daily into the treated section of the stream, increasing total
sediment concentrations from approximately 20 ppm to 80 ppm to replicate concentrations
reported for trout strearns with severe streambank erosion. Cross sections were established at
100-1t intervals to document changes in stream channel characteristics. Brook frout were
collected from spring through fall every vear, as were samples of benthic invertebrates (their
primary food source). The volume of sand deposited on the streambed gradually increased
over the study period. A significant decrease occurred in brook trout populations in the treated
section of the stream, a decrease particularty evident four years after the initial introduction of
sand. Total trout numbers dropped by 51%, a statistically significant change. Trout of all sizes
and ages declined in number in the sand-treated section compared to the contyol section of the
stream. There was no change in growth rates. After sand introduction, populations of benthic
invertebrates alse dropped to less than half their pre-ereatment populations. The insect orders of
Ephemeroptera, Diptera, Coleoptera, Trichoptera, and Plecoptera showed the most significant
declines. Fish stomach analyses revealed that the majority of these taxa were important food
sources for brook trout. Stream physical characteristics also changed with increased levels of
sedimentation. The stream became wider and shallower, pools disappeared, and the stream
bottom logt alt fish cover after becoming uniformly covered by sand. Water temperatures in the
summier increased. Deeper stream depths near the banks disappeared.

{Alexander, G. R. and E. A. Hansen. 1986. Sand bed load in a brook trout stream. Nosth
American Journal of Fisheries Management 6: 9-23)

Delivery of fine sediments to streams and deposition on spawning and rearing substrate
decreased after a moratorium on logging, but increased again after logging resumed. The
effects of fine sediment delivery to rivers from logging and road construction were studied in
habitat for chineok salmon {Cncorkynchus ischawyischa) and steelhead (O mykiss, formerly
Salmo gairdnerf). Spawning and rearing areas were studied after a logging moratorium was
declared in the watershed of the South Fork Salmon River, which drains part of the Idaho
Batholith. Ten transects were established at each of five chincok salmon spawning areas, and
substrate characteristics were measured for 20 years. After logging ceased, there was a
significant decline in the percentage of fine sediment (material <4.75 mm in diameter) on the
sirface of B4% of the spawning area locations. Overall sediment declines over the 20 years
varied at each of the five spawning areas, but ranged from a decrease by 16.7% at one area to a
decrease by 76.5% at another. The percentage of grave! and rubble correspondingly increased.
Within two years of resuming logging, however, surface fine sediments increased at all five
spawning areas, with overall increases of 22.2% to 83.8%. In salmon rearing areas, transects
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were established at 15-m intervals at 47 tations. Data were collected from these areas
for six years. The percentage of fines on the surface of rearing areas decreased by 73.5% over
the study period. Overall, rearing areas had lower Jevels of fine sediment deposition from
logging than spawning arcas did.

{Platts, W. 8., R. J. Torquemada, M. L. McHenry and C. K. Graham. 1989. Changes in galmon
spawning and rearing habitat from increased delivery of fine sediment to the South Fork
Salmon River, Idaho. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society 118: 274-283)

Adult and juvenile salmenids exposed to suspended fine sediment in streams had an
increasingly negative response as concentrations and duration of exposure increased. The study
reviewed 80 published studies on the response of fish to suspended sediment in streams. Data
from these studies were used to develop models quantifying the response of fish to varying
sediment concentrations and varying durations of exposure. This response was defined as
"severity of ill effect,” which included effects such as reduced growth rates, reduced fish
density, reduced fish population size, and habitat damage. The data were also used to provide
estimates of the onset of sublethal and lethal effects in fish. Data were grouped into six
subcategories hased on species, age, and sediment size. Adult and juvenile salmonids exposed
to particle sizes of 0.5-250 (m showed an increasingly negative response as sediment dose
increased, and sublethal and lethal effects occurred at high doses. The equations derived for the
model were tested against newer data and validated.

{Newcombe, C. P. and J. O. T. Jensen. 1996. Channel suspended sediment and fisheries: a
synthesis for quantitative assessment of risk and impact. North American Journal of Fisheries
Manapement 16: 693-727)

The density of ali three stream amphibian species studied was lower in streams affected by
sediment due to road construction than in control streams. Two of three species had
significantly lower numbers in all five stream micrehabitats. The study analyzed the impact of
highway construction and resulting erosion on the abundance of stream amphibians mn
California old-growth redwood forest. A major storm during road construction resaled in large
volumes of sediment from mass wasting and surface erosion entering stream channels. Five
streams affected by sediment were compared with five control streams in the same basin. The
three most abundans native amphibians were sampled - larval Pacific giant salamanders
(Dicamptodon tenchrosus), larval tailed frops (Ascaphus truei), and larval and aduit southern
torrent salamanders (Rivcotriton variegatus). Salamander densities were surveyed in transects
placed throughout more than 3 km each of affected stream habitat and control stream habitat.
Different habitat types were sampled, including pools, glides/Tuns, riffles, step runs, and step
poois. A total of 267 transects, 0.6 m wide, was sampled, with 540 mdividual amphibians
captured. The density of Pacific giant salamanders and southern torrent salamanders was
significantly lower in the sedimented than in the control streams. The density of tailed frogs
was lower in their preferred riffle and step rn habitat in sedinented streams as opposed to
control streams, although results were not statistically significant.

(Welsh, H. and L. M. Ollivier. 1998. Stream amphibians as indicators of ecosystem stress: a
case study from California‘s redwoods. Ecological Applications 8: 1118-1132)

Roads were associated with a diversity of negative effects on the biotic inteprity of both
terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems. A revicw of the scientific literature reveals seven general
effects of roads of all kinds oa the ecosystem. 1) Road construction resulted in the death or
injury of roadside plants or slow-moving animais, compacted soils, and affected water bodies at
road crossings. 2) Roadkill affected the demography of nomerous species. 3) Animal behavior
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changed due to roads, with aveidance 5T Toads, modification of movement patterns or home
ranges, changes in reproductive success, escape behavior, or physiological state. 4) Roads
disrupted the physical environmeut by changing soil characteristics such as density,

surface runoff, and sedimentation. They altered the hydrology of slopes and stream channels,
created barriers to the movement of fish and other aquatic animals, and aliered channei and
shoreline development. 5) Roads affected the chemical environment hy contributing poltutants
such as heavy metals, salts, or nutrients to roadside plant and animal communities as well as to
aquati ecosystems through runoff. 6} Roads promoted the spread of exotic species. 7) Roads
increased access by humans, and therefore increased poaching pressure, fishing, and passive
harassment of animnals.

{Trombulak, 5. C. and C. A. Frissell. Review of ecological effects of roads on terrestrial and
aquatic communities. Conservation Biolopy)

Roads are a major cause of forest fragmentation because they divide large landscape patches
inte smaller patches and convert forest interior habitat into edge habitat. Clearcuts and roads
affected 2.5 to 3.5 times more of the landscape than the surface area occupied by the actual
clearcuts and roads themselves. Fragmentation due to roads was quantified in a 30,123-ha area
of the Medicine Bow-Routt National Forest in southeastern Wyoming. A peographic
information system was used to analyze landscape structure. Forest patch and edge-related
landscape changes were measured using several indices: the number of patches, tmean patch
area, mean interior area, mean area of edge influence, mean patch perimeter, total perimeter,
and mean patch shape. Roads contributed to forest fragmentation more than clearcuts in the
study area since they dissected large forest patches into smaller fragments. They also converted
more forest interior habitat into ¢dge habitat. The edge habitat due to roads was 1.54 to 1.98
times the edge habitat created by clearcuts. Taking these factors inte account, the authors
calkulated that together, clearcuts and roads affected 2.5 to 3.5 times more of the landscape
than the area occupied by the actual clearcuts and roads themselves.

{Reed, R. A, J. Johnson-Barnard and W. L. Baker. 1996. Contribution of roads to forest
fragmentation in the Rocky Mountains. Conservation Biology 10: 1098-1106)

Road networks affected stream systems, increasing the frequency and/or magnitude of

peak flows, debris flows, and landslides. The study looked at twa key processes mfluencing
riparian vegetation and channel morphology: peak flows (floods) and debris flows. Fifty years
of research on biophysical processes on watersheds in the H. J. Andrews Experimental Forest
in Oregon provided evidence for the impacts of reads. The road netwark was found to be
hydrologically connected to the stream network and increased the frequency and/or magnitude
of peak flows, particularly in small basins. Roads and logging together generally had a more
severe effect. Debris slides, resulting in debris flows, were also frequently associated with
roads. These debris flows affected the disturbance patterns of streams and transported sedirnent
to segments of the stream. Both peak Rows and debris flows influenced stream physical
features such as channels, bars, and flood plains, which in tum are closely associated with
riparian vegetation and aguatic communities. The authors review studies on native aquatic
organisms, such as salmonids, for instance, that had evoived with historical disturbark:e
patiarns of their stream habitat.

{Jones, J. A., F. J. Swanson, B. C, Wemple and K. U. Snyder. A perspective on road eBects on
hydrology, geomorphology, and disturbance patches in stream networks. Conservation
Biology)



4. Inthe FEIS the Medford BLM should anaLza the Riparian Reserves for all streams, including

intermittent streams, in terms of their abilrty to support the habitat needs of fish, wildlife and
plant species that use the reserves as refugia. According to the Northwest Forest Plan “any
analysis of Riparian Reserve widths must alsc consider the contribution of these reserves to
other, including terrestrial, species.” (ROD, p. B-13)

Analysis in the FEIS should consider the contribution of riparian reserves to thermal ground
cover; habitat connectivity; refugia for species with limited dispersal capabilities; and dispersal
opportunities for species with large home ranges. A complete analysis that considers the
contribution of Riparian Reserves to terrestrial habitat can produce reserves that actually
exceed the widihs required to protect ripanan and aguatic ecosystems. According to the
Northwest Forest Plan “other Riparian Reserve objectives, such as providing wildlife dispersal
comidors, could lead to Riparian Reserve wixlths different than those necessary to protect the
ecological integrity of the intermittent streams or wetlands. These other objectives could yield
wider Riparian Reserves than those necessary to meet Agquatic Conservation Strategy
Objectives.” (ROD, p. B-14}

The cumulative impacts on hydrology should be fully explored in the T'EIS. The analysis in the
DEIS did not inform the public of the actual impacts of past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable activities within or affecting the hydrology of the project arca.

The DEIS proposes numerous “treatments™ within riparian reserves. The Northwest Forest
Plan states, “regardless of stream type, changes to Riparian Reserves must be based on
scientifically sound reasomng, and be fully justified and documented.” (ROD at B-16)

The DEIS has components that clearly propose logging near mimerous intermittent streams.
The Northwest Forest Plan makes it clear that protecting interrmmitent streams and wetlands is
critical: *Including intermitient streams and wetlands within Riparian Reserves is important for
successful implementation of the Aquatic Conservation Strategy. Accurate identification of
these features is critical to the correct implementation of the strategy...” (ROD, p.B-14)

The Northwest Forest Plan explicitly states minimal standards and guidelines for protecting
intermittent streams. At a minimum the Riparian Reserves must include 1) the extent of
unstable and potentially unstable areas (including earthflows), 2} the stream channel and extend
to the top of the inner gorge, 3) the stream channel or wetland and the area from the edges of
the stream channel or wetland to the outer edges of the riparian vegetation, and 4) extension
from the edpes of the stream channel te a distance equal to the heigint of cne site-petential tree,
or 100 feet slope distance, whichever is greatest. (ROD, p.C-31)

Surface Water/Clean Water Act

1.

It is the goal of the Clean Water Act to restore and maintain the chemical, physical, and
biological integrity of the nation’s waters. The final management plan sheuld clearly
demonstrate that project implementation would comply with state water quality standards.
State water quality standards establish designated uses for a water body {or water body
segment), support the uses with water quality criteria, and protect that water quality with an
Antidegradation Policy. FTLOW recommends full disclosure of all project related water quality
impacts, along with a clear explanation of how water qualily standards will be maintained. The
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management plan should provide a qut;tive basis to judge whether the physical and
chemical parameiers, such as temperature, turbidity, and sediment accurnulation, will be kept at
levels that wifl protect and flly support designated uses and meet water quality standards
under each of the action alternatives.

The final management plan should provide a detailed description of the existing physical,
chemical, and biological characteristics of streams other water bodies in the plarging area.
[dentification of potentially affected watersheds on maps clarifies the relationships between
local waters and proposed project activities. The DEIS does not adequately describe these
characteristics of streams in the planning area and the public needs this important information
te determine if project effects significantly alter the baseline condition of these waters.

The management plan should describe the relationship between surface water quality and biota
found in affected waters. The management plan should clearly describe the effect of cach
alternative on designated uses for area surface waters with particular attention to fisheries
spawning and rearing habitat. It should also identify which water quality parameters, if any,
are limiting factors to local fisheries under each alternative. This information should show the
extent to which fish habitat could be impaired by project activities, including effects on stream
structure, seasonal and spawning habitats, large orpanic maierial supplies, and riparian habitats.
The analysis should disclose whether the management plan would cause any reductions in
habitat capability or impair designated uses, including celd water fish habitat.

An antidegradation analysis, as specified in the Antidegradation Policy (40 C.F.R. 131.12)
should be included in the management plan. This policy was developed to assure that
designated surface water uses would not be degraded. A state’s Antidegradation Policy
provides protection for surface waters that currently meet water quality standards (Tier 1
waters), currently exceed them (Tier 2 waters), and are considered of outstarxding value (Tier 3
waters).

. If projects tiered off of the management plan call for distarbances within & riparian area, an

assessment of the impacts on riparian functicns and values should be provided in the
management plan. Measures for avoidance and mitigation for riparian areas should be
thoroughly discussed.

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

I.

The EIS should inchsde an analysis of the K-W Project on Wild and Scenic River values of the
Rogue River. According to Section 10(a) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act “Each component
of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System shall be administered in sech a manner as to
protect and enhance the values which cansed it to be included in said system withour; insofar as
is consistent therewith, limiting other uses that do not substantially interfere with public use
and enjoyment of these values. In such administration, primary emphasis shail be given to
protecting its esthetic, scenic, historic, archagologic, and scientific features. Management plans
for any such component may establish varying degrees of intensity for its protection and
development, based on special attributes of the area.” There should be an analysis included in
the EIS that determines what effect the proposed K-W Praject will have on the outstandingly
remarkable values of the Wild and Scenic Rogue River.
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On p. 4-29 of the DEIS it says that there would be “no effect on the Wild and Scenic Rogue
River, since all proposed treatments would conform to the VRM standards and other
restrictions called for in managing Wild and Scemc Rivers.” In the interest of public disclosure
there should be a full analysis of whether the K-W Project will impacts these values mstead of
just stating an assumption without technical, legal. or resource citations.

. There are numerous “treatments™ that are being recommended for the K-W Project that may
affect the Natural Seenic Qualities (one of the three ORVs for the W&S Rogue River). They
inchade activities within the Wild and Scenic corridor {fuels treatments) and activities that are
near the corridor (pine conversion, fuels treatments, commereial density management,
regeneration, and road construction). These activities should be reviewed, in the EIS for public
dizelosure, as to whether or not they affect Natural Scenic Croalities of the W&S Ropue River.

3, Depending on the ETS prescriptions and selected alternative there may alse be an effect on the

Fisheries ORV of the W&S Rogue River. Effects to fisheries should be analyzed as to whether
or not they “protect and enhance™ the fisheries of the Wé&S Rogue River,

Recreational oppoertunities are the final ORV for the W&S Rogue River. There should be an
analysis of whether or not the proposed activities of the K-W Project will affect recreation

within the ares. Proposed activitics could diminish recreational activities within the area and
should be anulyzed in the EIS.

Under the implementing regulations of the act it is stated that: "In culting and removing timber
and timber products and in locating and constructing and using rmiis, logging roads, railroads,
chutes, landings, camps or other improvements no unnecessary damage shall be done to air,
water, soil products ... " 36 CFR §251, 251.14{a)(2).

. The Act provides that federal agencies "having jurisdiction over any lands which include,
border upen, or are adjacent to" a designated nver "shall take action respecting munagemenl
policies, regulations, comracts, plans, affecting such lands ... as may be necessary to protect
such rivers in aceordance with the purposes of this chapter.” It also stated that: "Particular
attention shall be given to scheduled timber harvesting ... and similar activitics which might be
cuntrary to the purpose of ihis chapter. 16 USCS §1283(a).

In one court casc, Judge Karlton of the Easterss District of California granted a prelimimary
injunction enjoining irmplementation of the South Fork Fire Recovery Salvage project on the
Shasta-Trnity National Forest in California. The injunction was issued because the mdge
found 4 significant likelihood that the salvage project would adversely affect the river
environment. The Wilderness Society v. Tyrrel, 701 F Supp (1989).

Judge Karlton "found as a matter of law that the WSRA's protection of the river is not limited
to s 174 mile comridor ... The cuurt has determined that delendants were wrong as 2 matter of
taw in believing that preservation of the 1/4 mile corridor fulfilled their duties.” e ciied the
prior order:

... the Act provides that "(p)articular attention shatl be given 1o scheduled timber
harvesting, road construction, snd simtlar aciivities which might be conlrary v the
purpose of this chapter.” 16 USC 1283{a). In sum, while timber cutting and road
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comstiuction wiilni Wild and Scontc River corndods are not considered by datinition to
substantiaily interiere with the Act's objectives, Congress has specilicaliy singied out
these activities as the verv sorts of concerns thr which the Act's compulsory

managcement plans are of critical siemficance.

Oregon Jaw requires that: "I wo event ... may degradation of waler guality interfere with or
become imjurious to the beneficial uses of water witiin surtface waters of the lollowing arcas:
{BY Nationa! Wild and Scenic Rivers." QAR 340-41.026{1)(a).

Roadless Areas

The Madtord BLM should consider the impacts of the K-W Project on the Zane Grey Roadless
Area, This s an issue that has been freguentiy ratsed by numervus ndividuals and
organizations over the planning process. It is in the public interest to review imypacts of the K-
W Proiect on the Zane Cirev. The Zane Grev includes 24 miles of the Wild and Scenic Rogue
River and is contiguous with the designated Wild Rogue Wildermess Area just downriver.

¥isual Effects

62

The FEIS should analyze, in greater detail, the aftects that the K-W Project will have on the
visual and aesthenc qualities of the area. Users ol public lands are increasingly concerned
about the quality of their visual environment. A number of people use the roads in or near the
planning area for aesthetic. occupational and recreational purposes. Many people use the trails
and campgrounds within the project arca. Manyv people object to the visual quality of
regeneration harvests and their presence may negatively rmpact their outdoor expenence. The
DEIS gave a short, cursory analysis to Visual cousequcnces yet this issue 13 very important to
the large number of people who recreate within the project area, including those whe ralt or
hike along the Wild and Scemc Rogue River.

Fire prevention is being used as a primary need tor “treatment” of various torested starnds

throughout the K-W Project. Cousideration of the following points and sources should help
determine if treatments are consistent with the best science concerning fire and forest healtn.
There are numerous scieptific sources regarding appropriateness of logying 10 prevent forest
fres and these should be analyz2d and presented in the FEIS for informed decisionn

srza i g d
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TEVIeWw,

A primary indicator of a direct relationship between tires and roads is the high frequency of
human-caused Dies in comparison 1o fires started by lZhtning According to data from the
Interagency Fire Center coliected betwvosn [988 and 1998 88.1% of all wildland fires wers
caused by humans. in contrast to |1.9% started by lightning {Department of Interior, 1599},
The destructive potentiat of roads. combined with the difficulty of regulating humnan use and
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hehavior on o near roads, renders preveiiion of unnecessary roads and ihe obliteraiion of roads
il lghly sensitive areas the most significant means to Hmiting fire risk associated with roads

Mast Lire risks are in the interface, roaded, and logged forests - particularly plantations.
Restoration should therefore target areas in greatest need first — interface, followed by

already logged and roaded areas and plantation forests The BLM should apply prescribed fire
based on site-specific analysis of current and histonc torest conditions, landscape context,
watershed integrity, status of at risk species, and other ecological values. Treat in areas where
Juitnant forest Lvpes are characterized by relatively frequent fow-and mxed-severity fire
regimes {forests most likely altered by suppression}. Reintroducing fire is operaticnally Teasible
with minimal risk of adverse impacts o soils, watershed, wildliie, and other ecological values
- this will help achieve high integrity and resitience to lire. Prescribed five can be strategically
located to break up the continuity of fuels a1 1he landscape level (¢.g., south- and west-facing
Lpper skopes). { A Big Picture Approach to Forest Restoration: Putung the Pieces Back Together
Again. Dr. Dominick Dellasalla. Apphcation of Forest Restoration- Roaded/Interface vs.
Roadless Landscapes. p.6)

Commercial logging reduces the “overstory” tree canopy which moderates the

“microciimate™” of the forest floor. This reductien of the tree canopy exposes the forest

floor to increased sun and wind. causing increased surface temperatures and decreased

relative humidity. This in turn causes surface fuels to be hotter and drier, resulting in

faster rates of fire spread. creater flame lengths and fireline intensiiies. and more erratic

shifls in the speed and direciion of fires. "Timber harvest, through its effects on forest structure,
local microclimate, and fuels accumulation, has increased fire severity more than any other
recent human activity.” (Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project, 1996, Final Report to Congress)

"Logged areas generally showed a strong association with increased rate of spread and flame
length, thereby suggesting that tree harvesting could affect the potential fire behavior within
landscapes. 1n general. rate of spread and tlame lengih were positively correlated with the
proportion of area logged in the sample watersheds." ¢(Historical and Current Forest Landscapes
in Eastern Oregon and Washington. Pari If: Linking Vegetation Characteristics to Potential Fire
Rehavior and Related Smoke Production (PNW-OTR-355)

" As a by-product uf clearcutiing, thinmny, and other tree-remaval activities, activity fuels
create both short- and lona-term fire hazards to ecosystems. The potential rate ot spread and
intensity of tires associated with recently cut logging residues is gh, especially the first year
of two as the material decavs. High fire-hehavior hazards associated with the residues can
extend. however, for many vears dependiny on the tree. Even though these hazards diminish,
their influence on fire behavior can linger for up to 30 vears in the drv forest ecosystems of
eastern Washington and Oregon " {1lisiovical and Current Forest Landscapes in Easiein Oregon
and Washington. Pari II: Linking Vegetation Characteristics to Putential Fire Behavior and
Related Smoke Production (PNW-GTR-353})

“Mechanically removing taels (through commercial timber harvesting and other means) can
alsa have adverse effects on wildiife habitat and water qualiiy 1n many areas. Ofiicials told
GAQ that. because of these effects. a large-scale expansion of commercial timber harvesting
atone for remaoving materiats would not be feasible, However. because the Forest Senvice relies
on the timber program for funding many of its activities, including reducing fuels. it has ofien
used this prograim Lo addiess the wildilre problem. The ditficuliy with such an approaci,
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however, is thai (he lands with c::nujne! Iy‘ valuable tintber are clien not those with the
greaiest wildiire hazards.” (Government Accouniing Office: “Wesiern Nationai Forests: A
Cohesive Strategy 15 Needed to Address Clatastrophic Wildiire Threats” (GAOG/RCED-99-65Y)

8. The high value of water, the widespread degradation of watersheds, and the prevalence of
at-risk popuiations of Hsh regoire that these values teceive special consideration 1a forest
management decisions, including forest restoration. Strategics for somserving both aquatic and
terresinal resources at multiple scales are based on similar principles; secure arcas with high
ecological integrity {"anchor habitats”}, extend these areas, and connect them at the landscape
levei (resswell [99%) An approach that simultanecusly considers the condiion oi a
watershed and its associated forests, and the status of aquatic populations {Rieman et al 2000)
appears to offer the best praspects for balancing potentially competing objectives. An approach
that simultaneously considers the condition of a watershed and its associated forests, and the
status of aquaic popuianons {Rieman el al. 2000) appears to offer the besi prospects for
balancing potentialiy competing objectives. (Gresswell, R E. 1999, Fire and aguatic ecosystems
in forested biomes of North America. Trans, Amer. Fish, Soc. 128: 193-221; Rieman, B.E,,
L.{ Tee RF Thurow, P.F. Hessburg and I R Sedell. 2540, Toward an integrated
classificabion of ecosystems: delutng opporiwmries for managing fish and forest healih.
Environmental Management 25(4):425.440

9. Highest priority should be given to securing high-integnity "anchor habitats” that still closely
resemble historic conditions, which can be maintsined with prescribed fire alone
In general, protection of remnant oid growth pine, fom stands to individual trees, should 5¢ a
top priority, in hght of how depleted these trees have become and their importance not only as
habitat but also as genetic and scientitic resources. {Hemum, M.G_, J.R. Karr, D L. Boitom.
Ly A Perry, .U Bedparz, 5. G Wright, 5. A. Beckwitt and E. Beclowitt. 1994, Interim
pratection for late-successional forests, fisheries, and watersheds: National forests east of the
Cascades crest, Oregon and Washington. The Wildlife Society Technical Review 94-2.
Bethesda, MD. 245 pp.}

11). One potential problem with understory thinning operations is that the low value of the
wood bemng removed encourages the use of low-cost logging methods. Lhis iypicaiiy means
ground-based equipment, which can have seriously detrimental effects on soils. Soi
compaction. which can take decades to recover {Harvey et al. 1989). both reduces plant srowth
and inhibits infiltration of water, increasing erosion, sedimentation and spring run-off. Fire can
also adversely affect soils, bui these effects are relatively shon-lived {Rieman and Clayion
1997}, and should not be presumed to give license 1o unnecessanily degrade soils during
thinning operations. (Harvey, A E., R.T. Meunsse, IM. Geist, MF. Jurgensen, G.[. McDonald,
R.F Graham, and N. Stark. 1989 Managing Productivity Processes in the nland Northwest—-
Mixed Coniters and Pines in Perry and others, eds., Maintaining the Long-Term Productivity of
Pacific Notthwest Forest Feasystems, Timher Prass, Parttand, Oregon, Rieman, B.E. and |
Clavton 1997 Wildfire and nalive fish 1ssues of forest health of sensitive species. Fisheries 72
(11} 6-15)

Biodiversity



1.

1.2

Lhe “atlected emvironment” and “environmental conseguences” sections ot the management
plan need to discuss what effect project acrivities could have on gene pools and species
diversity

The FEIS should contain a detarled analvais ot the cumulative ettfects of past projects. proposed
of approved [uliie projecis on diversity stabiiity, fragmentation, counectivily wiih adjaceni
landscapes, and disruption to ecosysten processes or funchions.

W Hoitife

Daes any of the wildlite mmformation 1 the DEES track to the environmental consequences
section tn a way which helps understand significant impacis? A requirement of the altemnatives
section in the EIS is to present the sigmficant environmental impacts of the proposal and the

Lo

aliernaiives in comparative form. thus shwrpiy deilmng the issues and providing & viear basis
for chotce among aptions by the decisionmaker and the public. FLOW is interested ina
ficalthy and viable population of species. ' What population impact mdicators could be used in

the environmentai conseguences section to estimate significant impacis?

The wildlife section of the K-W DEIS provided generie relational impact information about
possible wildlile responses to project activities. but there s little informaticn in the section that
intorms the decisionmaker and the public with a complete and objective evaluation of possible
signiftcant environmenial inpacts fom the alternatives.

As noted in the DEIS, the K-W Project area confains some of the highest bear poputations per
square mile in Oregon. Oregon Sate University researcher Willilam Noble, funded by the
Oregon Department of Wildhite, found that: "Huge Douglas-fir trees offer the site that most
hibernating black bears select for their traditicnal long winter's nap ... a fatlure fo provide at
least some large trees. stumps and snags could have a long-term impact on bears in the future
anything that disturbs ihe process ... increases the demand on this himited energy supply.”
Noble said the problem is compounded for pregnant females. Thev face addional survivai
purdens, inchuding nursing. A den disturbance can jeopardize both mother and cubs. Ths
dependence of bears on large, old trees 1s something we've not really undersiood in the past.”
The study's general conclustons suggest that policies which protecied large snags, preserved
mature forests or provided For road closures during October through March would directly
benefit deinning bears. (Spags. Fallen Log Dens of Chowce for Hibemating Bears.” Capitol
Press, December 25 1990

impacis on forest carivores snouid be fuly explored in the K-W FCIS. The healthy, iate-
successional habitat withio the K-W Planmug Agea is rare and should be thoroughly studied
{wath full public disclosure) for presence of forest carnivores and tor all impacts trom
“treatment” alternatives According to a siudy of the Aunerican Marten, an imporiant forest
carnivore, “Logging 1s commonly regaided as the primary cause of observed distribuiional
losses . Fire, msects. and disepse are other imporrant cavses of tree death in the western
coterminous [Tnited States. but the etiects of these disturbances ot martens have been studied
hitle. Because logging is unigue among these disturbances in removing boles from {orests, and
because of the unporance of boles i conirbuling phivsical sinclule w habiiais, logging 15

io



distribution of martens in {the Pacific @esﬂ has been dramatically reduced. This
reduction is likely attribwabie o loss of habitat through the cuiting of late successional [ovest
S W, Buskirk and L_E. Ruggiero, " American Marten " in Ruggiero et al. editors, The
Scientific Basis for Conserving Forest Carnivores. American Marten, Fisher, Lynx, and
Wolverine in the Western Umited States. USDA Forest Service, GTR RM-254, Sept. 1994}

There was not analysis in the DEIS regarding the impacts of the K-W Project on Mugratory
Birds. What wiil be the impact of the K-W Project on songbirds? Taking of nugratory birds is
a violation of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act: “[L}t shall be unlawtisl at any time, by anv means
or in any manner, to . kill . . anv migratory bird. any part, nest. or ege of any such bird.”
{16 USC 7033 Because the Medford District RMP fails to address impacts of timber saies on

i

migratory neotropical birds, the BLM must address the mepacis within an IS,

Foonomics

I

I

L]

The management plan should discuss the economic conseguences of implementing the vanious
alternatives. This could include estimates of job additions or losses attnbutable to timber
management. [f timber harvesting activities are proposed. it is important that the management
plan consider nimber sale economics as 4 poiemial management concern for apalysis in
response to the full public disclosure intent of NEPA and in response {o the coniraversy
regarding below-cost timber sales. The management plan should provide clear descriptions of
ihe key assumptions regarding Interdisciplinary Team costs, sale preparation, timber pricing,
product vaiuation, discoun rates, rotaiion lengtis, road costs, and road mainienance.

NEPA requires a tull accounting of 2 broad array of direct, indireci, and cumulative econonic
affects of the timber-sale program, including use of methods and procedures to "insure that
presently unguantified environmenta! amenities and values may be given appropriate
consideration” [40 C.F.R. 1507 .2 (b}]

The BLM also should consider ecosystemn services in their analysis and present velative values
of these services to the public in the FEIS. Listed below are examples of ccosystem services:

*Public forests support a wide variety of recreational opportunities and tourism,
*Public forests support commercial and recreational fisheries, not only within the
houndaries of the public lands, but downsiream and offshore.

*Public forests provide habitat for many important game specias, and 2o upport
hunting both within and outside of public lands.

*Public forests supply waler [or cities and industries downstrean from the forests and
regulate the tlow of water through the streams and nivers.

*Public forests support industries that produce nontimber forest products. such as wild
mushrooms. herbs, and medicinal plants.

*Public forests play a role in mitigating changes in global climate, by absorbing and
STOTINE vast amounts of carbon.

*Pubiic forests enhance the quality of iie of netghbonng communities.

*Pubiic forests harbor biological resources that either have value now or have as yet
unknown but porentialty large ecoromic and social value,

*Public forests harbor biological and gonetic resources that can improve the long-term
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productivity ot 21l forest land.

*Public forests provide pesi-control and pollination services, by providing habitat tor
species that prey on agricuttural and forest pests, as well as habirat for important
pollinators of forest and agncultural plam species.

T addizion 1o these potential socigeconomic contnbunens, logeng on pubiic forests
impose negative oxternalities that must be accounted for in imber-sale decisions:
*Logging on public forests causes death. tnury, and property damage bath within and
cutside of public torests.

*Logging on public forests increases the risk of wildfire

*Suhsidized timber sales on public forests dispiaces both timber production on private
forest land and substitutes for wood fiber.

4. At every level of decision niaking related o the imber sale program {program, forest and
project level) the BEM fails to account for signiticant externalized costs of logging.
Externalized costs are those costs borne by parties not associated with an economic transaction.
in this case, ttmber sales, as well as those costs not factored into the transaction decision.
Public land logging resulis in a wide array of externaiized costs to government, business, and
wrivate panies. These include direct costs. such as the costs incurred by downsiicain wWaier
users forced Lo filter out lopging sediments, as well as indirect costs such as lhe lost fevenues
owners of recreation-orfiented businesses or decreased property values adiacent to lnpged over
areas. The quantification of such costs 15 essential for determining whether or not individusl
timber sales are in the pubtic inierest.

Public Disclosure/National Environmental Yolicy Act

1 FT.OW advocates for the full public disclosure of all foreseeable. direct, indirect, and
cumulative environmental impacts of a given managemeni plan. Clear, in-depth analvsis ot all
relevant issues is a requirement for the preparation of a management plan.

‘Throughout the K-W DEILS therc were many statements about impacts without any conclusions
about the significance of the effect. Inipacts that do not provide any discussion of sigmficance
do not inform decisionmakers and the public of what is important.

2. Conclusionary statements about significance without much or any rabionale about why they
were of were noi significam {(1.e.. impacis statethents without 41 mMpact Netodoke2y} was a
problem. Bald conclusions wathout an objective evaluation of significant environmental
impacts, inciuding a logical and coherent record {impact methodology) of how they were
derived do not help tha decisionmakers and the public understand the irade-ofts of management
actions.

3. The managenient pian should describe how the NEPA process will be incorporated wito futue
land management decisions for future site-specilic projects. 1he process tor developing a
categorical exclusion or an environmental assegsment should be discussed. 1t the effects of a
particular activity are significant, an EIS may be wairanted. The framework for public
involvement in future management decisions should be made clear.

&



It'the proposed activities could affect threalened or endangered species, the management plan
should inciude the Biological Assessment and the associared U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(FW$) or National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) Biological Opinion or formal
concurrence for the following reasons’

A. NEPA requires public involvement and full disciosure of all issues upon winch a

decision is to be made;

B. The Council of Envirenmental Quaiity {CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the
Procedural Provisions of NEPA strongly encourage the integration of NEPA
requirements (40 CER 1502 23); and
The Endangered Species Act (ESA) consuitation pracess can result in the identificanon
of mandatory, reasonable, and prudent alternatives which can significantly affect project
implementation.

1

Especiaily concerning the impacis of regeneration, the Mediord BLM is not consisiently
implementing the purpose ol an EIS (40 CF.R. 1502.1) as it relates to significance. An EIS
shall provide full and fair discussion of significant environmental impacts and shall inform
decisionmakers and the public of reasonable alternatives which would avoid or minimize
adverse impacts or enhance the quality of the human envirenment.

A major problem with mach of the analysis in the environmental consequences section was
comparing alternatives instead of comparing impacts to the baseline in the affected

identifving impacts. The confusion may have resulted from twoe requirements of 40 CFR

1502, 14 Alternatives Including the Proposed Action, and especially the second requirement.
However, neithar of the two requirements of developing the alternaiives change the
requiternent of using the affected environment section as the baseline for comparing impacts in
the environmental consequences section.

The first requirement of 40 CFR 150214, dlternatives Including the Proposed Action, is to
design a range of reasonable alternatives around the significans planning issues identified
during scoping. The alternatives section is the heart of the EIS. The requirement is to design
the alternatives to sharply reflect the 1ssues and provide a clear basis for choice among options
by the decisionmaker and the public. The baseline for comparing alternatives is the no action
and/ar current management alternative which o7 the Kelsey-Whisky Project is Alternative 3.

The NEPA evaluation and the consultation process are instrumental in analyzing the
effeciiveness of project aliernatives. The full disciosure mandate of NEPA suggests that the
consultation be instigated as soon as possible. Thus, the final management plan and Record of
Decision should not be completed prior to the completion of ESA consultation.

NEPA requires that an agency provide a detatled analysis of the environmental impacts of the
proposed action. 42 USCA §4332{CHi). As paii of this anaiysis. ihe agency must include an
adequate discussion of curaulative environmental finpacts. "Cumulative impact’ is the 1mpact
on the environment which results from the incremental impact of the action when added to
other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions .. " 40 CFR §1508.7.
"Cumuiative impacts can result from individually minor but collecthively signiticant actions
taking place over a period ol time." 1d. The K-W Analysis fails to adequately address the
cumulative impacis "which result from the incremental impact of the action when added" to the
already fragmented state of the project area.
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The Ninth Crreuit Court has recently remanded Forgst Service decisions which did nat include
a detmled analysis of the cumulative etfects of sales in proxinuity 1o one another. [t is not
spough tor environmental snpact analyses to make general chservations about past and tirrure
harvest. Analysis of specific timber sales tocated itear each other and a comprehensive
evaluation of the environmental effects of these sales when added together must be performed
in att E1S. Neighbors of Cuddy Mountain v US Forest Senvice, No. 97-3563543 (9ih Cir,, Mar,
4, 1998).

9. The issues to be covered in the FEIS, including riparian ettects, torest health, fire road
CONStruction, ete., are very coiroversial and have a range of scientific opinion, of varying
credibility. "Where stientrsts disagree about possible adverse environmental effects. the EIS
must inform decsion-makers of 'the tull-range of respoansibie opimon' on the environmental
effects. Citizens Against Toxic Sprays v. Besgiand, 428 F Supp. 908, 922 (D.Qr 1977}, An
EIS that fails o disclose and respond w the opimons beld by well respecied scientists
concerming the hazards of the proposed project is "fatally deficient.” Seatile Audobon Society
v, Mosely, 798 F Supp. 1473, 1479 (W D Wash. 1992). A, in evaluating the reasonably
foreseeable impacts of 2 proposed project tn which information 1s incomplete or unavailable,
"the agency shall always make clear that such intormation is facking." 40 CFR §1502.22 The
ELS must include:

11 a statement that such information is incomplete or unavailable: 2) a statement of the
relevance of the incomplete or unavaiiable information to evaluating reasonably
foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the buman environment, 3) a summary of
existing credible scientific evidence which 1s relevant to evaluating the reasonable
foreseeable sigmbicant adverse impacts on the human environment, and 4) the
agency's evaluation of such inpacts based upon theoretical approached or research
methods generally accepted in the scientific community. {id.}

Summary

Oversll, FLOW has very serouws concerns about the health of the forests and watersheds within
the Kelsey-Whisky Planming Area. The FEIS should be prepared with great detail be in line withh the
purpase of an EIS- “An E1S 15 intended 10 provide decisionmakers and the public with a compiete and
objective evaluation ot sigmticant environmental impacts, both beneficial and adverse, resulting from a
propuased action and all reasonable alternatives.” FLOW recommends that the deficiencies as outlined
above 1n our comments be remedied in 2 supplementat DETS.

Bespectiully submitted, .

Pot Wonduwrote

e Serres, J. D M.B A Peter Woodworth
Co-Iirector, ELOW Project Analyst, ELOW
PO Box 521, Ashland, OR 97520
54148 2-2045
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July 8, 2002

Bureau of Land Management
Medford Distnct Office
3640 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

Attn: Lynda Boody

I’m hormified to be informed that the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale threatens to
clearcut ancient forests and make logging roads into the pristine Zane Grey
roadless area. This is camouflaged as “regeneration cutting.”

As a former land-owner in Oregon, I'm familiar what happened to the area
where we had a rustic cabin. In a mere six years, the rain forest surrounding
it was cleared for homes. The clearcutting of the Oregon forests is
destroying the beauty and value of your state.

Please don’t let this happen. 1 want my grandchildren o see just a bit what
this country looked like before the population explosion. 1°d like to visit this
wilderness area again. Please don’t let it be destroyed.

Sallie §. Danielson



4244 ME 568th Siresi
Saattle, WA 38115
g July 2002
Bursau of Land Managemant
Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Road
Medford, OR 97504

Attention: Lynda Boody @
Re: Public comment on proposed Kelsey-Whisky timper sale

Dear Ms, Boody:

I'm writing from out of state, but because the Zane Grey roadless complex is so important and
beautiful a forested area, | feel compelled to comment, Succinctly: please leave the Zane Grey Roadless
Area slone. Allow no reads thers, and no legging.

Whather it is called logging or clearcutting or regenarafing, 355 acres of old forests with unigue
habitat values need to be protected from such activity, and preserved intact. Updatsed science shows 1hat,
in case of fire, older, roadiess forests axperience low intensity burns, and proposed ‘regeneration
cutting” simply increases fire hazards.

As well, proposals 1o log critical habitat for spoited owls, salmon and cther wiidlife should be
curtsiled. So rmuch habitst destruction has already occurred that the BLM weuld best serve the future of
tha country by presemving the irraplaceabla habitat for the many rare species that reside in the Sane Grey
roadiess compliex.

Also, please include the full 2844 acres in the East Fork Whisky Creek propesal as an Araa of
Critical Environmeantal Concem, $o that habitat values of the area are kepl intact.

Please also increass the number of miles of road that are to be "decommissioned” in the
"praferred alternative” in the DEIS.

Thank you for noting thase proposais, for your work on this, and for tha possibility that you will
protect the long-range future of the ancient forasts involved by leaving thern intact and alone,

Sinceraly,

Iy wezam

Lynn Pruzan



Lca Wood
104 Maple Leaf Farm Rl

Underhill VT 05489-9360
9 July 2002
Bureau of Land Mansgement . 4
Medford District Office
Medford, OR 97504
Atte: Lynda Boody, Re: Kelsey-"Whiskey Timber Sale @

Public Connnent:

No roads; no logging in the Zane Grey Roadless Area due to crtical habitat for salmon,
spotted owls and other wildlife that depend on older forests.

Clearcutting {cuphamistically termed "regeneration cutting" becanse of the bad name
clearcutting has earned) increases fire hazard.

NO LOGGING OF BIG, OLD TREES!
The East Fork Whisky Creek ACED must in¢lude the full 2844 acres.

The propaosal in the DEIS Preferred Alter Native of 10.4 miles of road decommissioning
should be increased.

Such wilderness areas are ever more scarce. They are irreplaceable and the damage of
clearcutting irreversible. Please do the right thing; don't let money decide the choice.

Sincerely,

Lea

Lea Wood, Member
Forest Watch
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Dawvid Rains Wallace 7/9/02
1568 San Lorenzo Ave. ’
Beskeley, CA 94707

510 528-0827

Bureau of Land Management

Medford District Office @
3040 Biddie Road

Medford, OR 97405

Dxzar Sirs:
1 support wilderness status protection for the 46,646 acre Zane (Grey roadless complex.

I oppose proposed roads and logging as outlined in the draft environmental impact statement for
the Kelsey-Whiskey timber sale. Logging of old growth is counterproductive as a means of
reducing wildfire risk. The Klamath-Siskiyou region cannot afford to lose any more old growth
habitat, especially not in the Wild and Scenic Rogue River watershed.

[ support designation of a 2,844 acre East Fork Whiskey Creck Area of Critical Environmental
Concern, ! also support road decommissioning as proposed in the DEIS “preferred altermative,”
although I think more than the proposed 1¢.4 mules should be decommuissioned.

Sincerely,

Tl e WA~

David Rains Wallace
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NORTHWEST ENVIRONMENTAL DEFENSE CENTEKR
10015 8. W, Terwilliger Blvd., Portiand, Oregon 97219
Plone: (503) 768-6673 Fax: (503) 768-6671

www.nedc.org

Medford,|OR. 97504

: COMMENTS ON KELSEY WHISKY DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT.

July 9, 2002

Whiskey Draft Envirommental Impact Statement. NEDC is a non-profit, public
mterest olganization dedicated to preserving, protecting, and improving the natural enviror ment
in the Pacific Northwest. NEDC is based in Portland, Oregon, and has been working since 1969
to protect the environment and natural resources of the Pacific Northwest by providing legal
support to individuals and grassroots orgnizations with environmental concerns, and engaging
in hitigatign independently or in conjunction with other environmental groups. NEDC’s
membership consists of a Board of practicing attorneys and law students along with 1ocal citizens
interested|in the shared goal of protecting the environment through Jegal means. The mem jers
of NEDC denive educational, scientific, assthetic, recreational, spiritual, and other henefits from
the protection of our nation's biodiversity.

NEDC.is both very pleased and very concerned with the information presented in this d:aft
Environmpntal npact Statement (DELS). We are pleased to see that the Bureau of Land
Maznagement (BLM) is taking steps to lower the destructive impacts of forest management
projects on wildlife and habitat (i & alternative four). However, given the amassing amount of
dara showing the effects of poor forest management on the Jocal and global environment, 1t is
disheartening to see BLM propose an action such as alternative one and parts of altemative two.
We have q.zrious concerns about these actions and we ask that they be heavily revised befone the
final EIS is published.
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Treatmefit s Spotted Owl Critical Habitat is in Vielation of the National Forest
Management Act and the Endapgered Species Act

One of NEDC's main concern's with this project is the proposed logging in Northern Spotted
Owl critidal Habitat. Our organization has been very involved with the process of protecting the
Spotted Qwl and we feel that the proposed cutting in critical habitat and the road building near
ow] activity center's is extremely ill conceived. We sec no reason why BLM cannot conceive of
a plan thay does nol propose to cut in Spotted Ow] critical habirat, especially when BLM 1 ust
foliow the regulations created to irmplement the National Forest Management Act, namely: 36
CFR. § 119(7) (stating a duty to conserve critical habitat), as well as 36 C.F.R. § 219.270.)(8)
{requ t preventing the adverse modification of critical hahitat). Clearly timber harvesting
and road Euilding within or near the critical habitat unit violate these regulations and thus rerve
to make the DEIS against the law. NEDC strongly urges BLM to revise the DELS and remove
all actiong within the critical habitat unit and remeve the provision for road construction near
spotted owl activity centers.

It is the stated policy of Congress that all Federal departments and agencies “shall seek [o
conserve Endangered species and threatened species and shall utilize their authorities in
fartherande of [this] puxpose.” Endangered Species Act of 1973, 16 U.S.C. § 1331(c)(1). The
Supreme Court has clearly restated congressional policy stating that, “The plain intent of
Congress jn enacting this stahxte was to halt 2nd ceverse the trend toward species sxtinctionl,
whatever the cost.” Tennessee Vailey Authority v. Hill, 437 U.S. 153, 184 (1978). BLM's
decision p ereate a plan that will herm an endangered species and its habitat is inconsisten: with
the congressional mandate of the ESA.

Under the ESA, BLM has the responsibility to “insure that any action authorized, fandexl, or
carried owt by such agency is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endanzered
species orf threatened species or result in the destruction or adverse modification of habitat >f
such species...” The proposed plan would significantly exacerbate the degraded habitat
conditiond for this species that already exists in the Medford District and throughout the
Northwest. As aresult, this plan is in violation of the ESA.

The DEIS s in Violation of NEPA Because it Does not Adequately Represent to the Public
that much of the Planning Area is a Rosdless Area and Potentially Designatable as a
Wilderness Area

The National Environmental Policy Act was intended to give the public full and accurats
informatian of agency projects so they could make an informed decision about whether they felt
their gov ent was doing a good job at such things as managing the public's lands.
Tutentionally or unintentionally, leaving important facts out of an EA or EIS clearly violate; this
mandare, The fact that the DEIS fails to mention that much of the planning area is a roadiess
area and i$ 2lso a proposed wilderness area is contemptible at best, and potentially in violation of
NEPA in general. The public bas a right to be fully informed about the effects from the
proposed project and without all of the facts, they are denied this right. NEDC asks thar BI.M
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revise thd DEIS to include 2 section on the effects of the plan, c.. fhe ability 1o designate the area
as & roadiess or wilderness area.

The DEIS Lacks Any Discussion of Effects on Riparian Axeas within the Planning Area

‘We would like to know what affects the plan will have on riparian areas within the Kelsey
Whisky planining area Are these areas present in the planning area? What steps are being taken
to safeguird these areas? NEDC would like to see this addressed before the final EIS 1s
published, even if it is just to say that there are none of these areas within the planning area.

BI.M Should Besign the Planning Area Such That They do not Need to Build New Roads

The DEIS itself states that parts of the planning area have high road densitres, whife other
parts have a low density. NEDC asks that BLM attempt to ntilize the current road system to the
best of itg ability and to plan fature actions based on the existing road network. Building rew
roads is destructive to habitat 2nd to water quality and in most cases are simply not needed. The
roads proposcd in the DEIS are particularly concerning since one of them comes very clos: to
the Kelsel's Demise Spotted Owl pair, and becanse ODFW has identified the planning area as
having a high concentration of black bears as a result of the low road density. DEIS, pg. 4-11.

It is ohvicus that BLM can plan a project that does not include building roads, i.e. alternarive
four, however, NEDC fails to understand why BLM never considers these no new road
alternatives as their preferred altemative. NEDC asks that BLM revise the plan to limit or cease
new road construction and at the very least move the proposed roads much farther away from the
Owi pair and out of cwrent roadless areas so as to not degrade some of the curreny pristine
habitat anfl wildemess.

The DIES does not Objectively acd Adequately Deal with Fire Issues as Required by
NEP A nor Does it Discuss the Direct, Indirect and Curaulative Effects of Fire Treatments

NEPA. The regulations promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) instimbting
the Natiogal Environmental Policy Act require that the forest service "rigorously explore and
objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives, and for zlternatives that were efliminated from
detajled sfudy, briefly discuss the reasons for their having been eliminated.” 40 C.F.R. §
1502.14(a). With respect to fire management, the DEIS does not take into account many ofthe
scientific stndies that show current management activities actually increase the size and
destructiveness of forest wildfires because, amonyg other things, the open spaces allow for Figher
wind speerd the serves to spread the fires quicker and more unpredictably. I[f BLM is unabizto
find this studies, NEDC will be happy to provide a mammber of them to your offics for you t)
TEVIEW,

also Reqilired by NE£A
The DEIS is entirely one sided with respect to fire management issucs and this violates

The DIES also fails to disclose the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts from this an!
other burning projects in the planning area. The DIES fails 10 analyze the impacts to soil, water
quality, arjd wildlife as a result of burning a large portion of the watershed. This serious
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oversighl violates the National Environmenial Policy Act egulaﬁons, which reqlires a
direct, inflirect, and cumulative impacts analysis n.each environmental assessment. 40 CF.R.
§8 1508.7, 1508.8 (1998). Importantly, BLM did not assess the cumulative impacts 1o wi'dlife -
denning mammals, plants, amphibians, and birds, among others — as well as on seed prop: gation,
soils, and aquatic resources from burning not oply the Kelsey Whisky planning area, but also the
arez adjacent 10 the Kelsey Whisky area. NEDC questions what effects there witl be on tese
plant and animal species if their habitat (i.e. duff and ground cover areas) is repeatedly buned,
since some species in the planning area are dependent on more moist, shady, or dense conlitions.

It also|seems that the BLM does not yet possess a bum proposal for the Kelsey Whisky area.
A fire proposal or bum plan is 2n integral part of the purpose and need of the proposed preject,
and withdut one, it is impossible to determing whether the propoesed prescriptions are appropriate
for each treatment unit. The regulations implementing NEPA require the agency to vigorcusly
assess alllaspects of a proposed project, which in this case includes 2 prescribed burning p:an. 40
CF.R § |5062.14(a).

The DEIS also contains no site-specific descriptions of the level of fuels in each projest unit
praposed for treatment. BLM must provide this data so that the public can make an infornied
decision about the necessity of proposed burn and fire treatrnent projects. The fatlure of the
BLM to pgrovide a site-specific deseription of the fuels level in each unit, detail the mitigat on
prescriptipns for the preseribed buming, and describe the actual on-the-ground impacts from
bumning e vast majority of the planning area that contains sensitive forestland, deprives the
public and the decisionmaker of the information necessary to make a reasoned decision
regarding|the project. In addition, the Jack of site-specific analysis also violates NEPA. Jfoaho
Sporting Congress v. Thomas, 137 F.3d 146 (9™ Cir. 1998). Until these deficiencies are cured,
the DEIS js inadequate and the project must be revised.

The DEIS Discussion of Cnmulative Effects is Severely Lacking and Thus Violates NLLPA

The brjef attention given to the cumulative impacts of the Kelsey Whisky Landscape
Manag t Plan is inadeguate and fails to meet NEPA's requirement for high quahity scivatific
analysis that would satisfy the “hard look™ standard. Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens
Council, 490 U.S. 332, 353 (1989); Blue Mowmiains Biodiversity Profect v. Blackwood, 16 F.3d
1208 {0th|Cir. 1998) cer1. denied, Ochoco Lwnber Co. v. Blue Mountains Biodiversity Project,
119 5.Ct. 2337 {1999). The courts have also held that the failure to conduct a cumulatve
impacts vsis is fatal 10 a project. Neighbors of Cuddy Mowmtain v. United States Fores!
Serv., 137 F.3d 1372 (9% Cir. 1998); Idaho Sporting Congress v. Thomas, 137 F.3d 1146 (3"
Cir. 1998}, Muckdeshoot Indian Tribe v. U.S. Forest Serv., 177 F.3d 800 (™ Cir. 1999).

There is np-analysis in the DEIS regarding how logging, roading, and fire management activities
affect the planning area. NEPA requires this analysis, and the failure to provide it violates the
law. 40 CJF.R. § 1508.7. Thelack of an adequate cummlative impact analysis to assess the
fragmentafion of habitat corridors and late/old structure (LOS), degradation of water quality,
impacis to plant and animal species, and soil bealth is especially problematic given the curiory
admissionp throughout the administrative record that the analysis area has been highly impsicted
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by past 1qgging and other management activities. Again, simply staling that other activitins age
occurring or will occur does ot suffice as 2n adequate cumulatve impacts analysis.

BLM Sh}mld Consider No Regeneration Harvests for the Planning Area

The DEIS states that imber production is & primary objective of the General Forest

IMana
Forest P]
Matrix 1

ent Area, by this term we think BLM is referring 1o the Matrix lands, as the Nonhwest
does not refer to general forest management areas. DEIS, pg. vi. However, the
ds do not have the primary objective of timber production, rather this land has a

nurnber off different functions. Matrix lands are “the area in which most timber harvest and other
silvicnltupal activities will be conducted.” Northwest Forest Plan, ROD pg. 7. But, unlike the
definitior; of Timber Emphasis, the term used in the old LRM®'s, there is no actual comrmatd
that timbér harvest is the primary goal of the matix. This is direct conflict with what the 1JEIS

:

states on page Vii. in the purpose and need section and thus needs to be revised in order to be

cortect.

While

the DEIS stales that timber production is the primary objective, the NWFP states that,

wetands irr the matrix can be managed for imber and other commodity production, and
perform an impaortant roje in maintaining biodiversity.” Jd., $&G pg. B-6. Thus, matrix ¢:m be
managed for timber production, but there 1s nothing saying they must be managed for fimber

productio

Alsa, an equal, not secondary, goal for mainx is in maintaning biodiversity. Thus,

it would dqually correct to describe matrix as having a “Biodiversity Emphasis,” as it would to

describe

Furthe
(S&G at }
2 Watersi

matrix co

¢clearly ha
revise the

atrix as having a “Timber Emphasis.”

mmore, twenty-seven percent of matrix lands are i either Tier 1 or Tier 2 Warersheds.
2.18). The goal of Tier 1 Watersheds 1s fish habitat conservation, and the goal of Tier
eds is to preserve high quality water. Jd., S&G pg. B-19. Even if the other 78% of
1ld be defined as having a Timber Emphasis, the 27% that is in Tier 1 or 2 Watersheds
s 2an “emphasis”™ of fish babitat or water quality preservation. Thus BLM needs 1o
purpose and need section of the DEIS so as to not mislead the public into thinlar g

theze is some set of swict "requirements” that BLM must meet for imber production. BLM

should
public’s
forest

Thus,

it morally reprehensible to resort to this kind of deception in order to cut down the
es. NEDC feels that Qregonians and the American public would rather see quality
gement than higher timber production volume off of our lands.

QQEDC asks that RLM revise the Kelsey Whisky plan so that it does not include a1y of

the plannad destructive regeneration harvests that have caused the devastation on the foresis in
the first place. We ask that the BLM, as well as the Forest Service, begin to use some forevight
in the planning process and realize that it is these types of destructive forest management
activities that have caused the rapid decline in wildlife habitat and water quality throughow the

Northwes

at pennies:

and the country. If these agencies are going to give away the American public's irees
on the dollar, than at least they can do it in a way that does not destroy the possibility

of cnnti:nuhng to sustain forests with actual wildlife.
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Cﬂhtlus*on ‘

NED( asks that BLM revise this EIS to so that it is in compliance relevant law and
regulations. Again, NEDC also strongly urges BLM, and other agencies, to begin to use some
much needed commonsense and foresight when making its plans. NEDC thanks BLM fo1 the

oppomn[ty to comment on this DEIS and looks forward to commenting on the revised vesion
ofit.

Siﬂce:rely{,

Rxyan Sudbury
Law Clerfc, Northwest Environmental Defense Center
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247 Wadsworth Ave Apt 61
New York, N.Y. 10033
July 12, 2002 e a1
;ﬁﬁ'. Bﬁ}-
Bureau of Land Management @ o A N
Medford District Office i oo v
|' 4
3040 Biddle Road s é’gi A1
| Cived

Medford, OR 97504
Atz Lynda Boody

Dear Lynda Boody:  This letter seeks to encourage the BLM to stop logging “EOEEZEE L

N4l Pfﬁfﬁw [Jlifl'l_',‘n

fagy e
Fa urd iy
N Bt s

AT

(especially clearcutting} and coad building in the old growth forests of Oregon

including the Zane Grey Roadless Area and the
watershed.

East Fork Whisky Creek

These are areas of wondrous biodiversity and scenery and ought to finally now
receive protection, Oregonians can this way retain a eritical part of their heritage and

Easternets, like myself, can still look forward

to seeing them in the not too distant

future. Indeed, many of the species whose limited habitat would be reduced still
frther are beautiful but quite endangered as are the unique natural commmunities
of such species which which ancient forests now represent. Let’s keep them always!

Tt is my understanding that the BLM secks to

log these ancient cathedrals of creation

to protect them from fire, But doesn’t recent study show such old, roadless forest

areas 10 be more resistant to fire than the young

er, roaded ones that replace them ?

If these forests need 1o be protected from fire by removal of timber, let it be of
brush or of already- fallen timber thatis not being used as habitat and let that be

removed without new roads to be processed in
Oregonians.

Oregon for consumption locally by

In a time of vanishing species of wildlife, and of Global warming, intact,
diverse farests must be vigilantly protected . Ultimately, a living old forest does more

for people than what's obtained by logging it!
consideration.

Thank you for your courageous

Sincerely,

LI Lkl

Ted Scourles



July 9, 2002

Bureau of Land Management
Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR. 97504

Arn. Lynda Boody

Dear Ms. Beody,

Please register and record my opinion that the Zane Grey roadless area should be left alonc.
Logging and road building should not occur anywhere near the area. There simply are no
justifiable or defensible reasons for invading Zane Grey roadless area.

‘thank you very much for taking the time to record my opinion against logging or road bulding
in or near the Zane Grey roadless area.

Most Sincercly,

Ao Pl

Alex Hamilton 111

Morth Fork Tackic Co.
P.O.Box 9

McCall, 11>, 83638
email; alexhigicioweb net
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08 July 2002
Jeremy Kamil
909 Alvarado Ave #29
Davis, CA 95616
Bureau of Land Management
Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Road
Medford, OR 97504
ATTN: Lynda Boody

Dear Ms. Boody and BLM representatives,

T would like to enter the following comments concerning the proposed Kelsey-Whisky
timber sale.

The Zane Grey Roadless area shouid be left intact. No road construction aor improvement
should be allowed to take place inside the Zane Grey Roadless area. No logging shoutd
take place inside the Zane Grey Roadless Area. The Zane Grey Roadless area is very
valuable for recreation and wildlife and thus should not be mitigated to provide board feet
ot timber.

seashive
Fire danger is not an adequate reason to loy the Zane Grey Area or other‘areas proposed
in the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale. It has been scientifically established that “regeneration
cutting”™ only increases fire hazards by exposing the understory to direct sunlight, causing
the forest and associated litler 10 become much more dry than it was when shaded by
large conifers. For fire control, controtled burns have a much better record in preventing
catastrophic wildfires than do directed logging. | hope that BLM can explore controfted
burns as an alternative to logging.

The BLM should desist from logging within or near spotted owl critical habitat. Spotted
owls, native salmon and other important wildlife that need older, mare mature forests to
survive cannot tolerate further habitat destruction or modification,

The East fork Whisky Creek proposed Area of Environmental Concern shauld include
the full 2 844 acres and no less.

The 10.4 miles of road decornmissioning proposed in the DELS “preferred alternative’ is a
decent place to start, but should be increased.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

P A

my Kamil



21930 County Road 445
Bovey, MN 55709
9 July 2002

Ann: Lynda Boody @
Bureau of Land Management

Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Road
Medford, OR 97504

Dear Ms. Boody:

1 am writing as a private citizen and former resident of the Pacific Northwest to ask the BLM
not to carry out the proposed Kelsey-Whisky timber sale.

The Zane Grey Roadless Area is a national natural reasure. It’s location next to the Wild
Rogue Wilderness makes this roadless area all the more important both as habitat for rare
wildlife, including the northern spotted owl, and for wilderness recreation for people.

I disagree very strongly with the proposition that clearcutting will decrease fire risk. As a
resident of Washington State for 27 years, I have seen first hand that catastrophic fires occur
primarily in dense, second-growth forests of small, closely-spaced wees. Clearcutting old
forests has increased the risk of such fires.

The Kelsey-Whisky timber sale is particularly inappropriate at this time as the entire Zane
Grey Roadless Area may be considered by the Oregon congressional delegation for
protection as wilderness.

While | do not want 10 see any clearcutiing or road constrnction in the Zane Grey Roadless
Area, T do heartily approve of the proposal to decommission 10.4 miles of road in the
preferred alternative of the DEIS.

Thank vou for considering my views.

Sincerely,

William K. Steele



Bureau of Land Management @
Medford District Office

3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

Attention: Lynda Boody
Re: Public Comments on Zane Grey Roadless Area Logging Proposal

The Zane Grey Roadless Area is an Oregon heritage as well as a heritage for
all citizens in the United States. The area is a critical habitat for many
species of wildlife. This critical area should be left alone and have no roads
and no logging. Regeneration cutting of older forests, such as the Zane
Grey, which experience low intensity burns, increases fire hazards. With all
the wildfires in the past few months in both the United States and Canada, it
should be clear that logging big, old trees in this BLM area should not take
place. Please include my comments with the proposal on the Zane Grey
Roadless Area.

% /%’2.5_

Barry D. Blumberg
1329 Bolton Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21217
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Buraau of Land Management ol G‘% ;,ﬁﬂ -
Medford District Office @ : s
3040 Biddle Road
Medford, OR S7504 :

Dear Ms, Baody,

These are my comments on the Draft Envirenmental Impacl Statement for Mining for the Kelsay-
Whisky timber sale, | am outraged that the BLM is proposing to log in native and old-growth
forests in the Zane Grey roadiess area.

| balieve that:

« The Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protecled - no roadbuilding (tempowary or
permanent) and no legging!

- The Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern Spotted Owl habitat,
The habital of owls and other sensitive species should be protected, net lagged!

« The East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental Concemn (ACEC) should
in¢lude 1he full 2,844 acres

« The logging of oid-growth and mature farests destroys habitat while increasing Ffire risk -
no mere native/ald-growth logging! '

Thank you for considering my comments, | believe that every affort Must be rmade to prelect the
native forests, roadless areas and watersheds of the Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully submitted,

J oo
Jim O'Neil



136 N'W 21st St. #2
Corvallis, QR 97330
Juty 9, 2002
Lynda Boody
Bureau of Land Management

Medford District Office

3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

Subject: Public Comment on proposed *"Kelsey Whisky" timber sale: Opposed!
Dear Lynda Boody,

T am strongly opposed ta the “Kelsey Whisky” timber sale.

The Zane Grey Roadiess Area should be protected — no read building (temporary ot
permanent} and ne Joggng.

The Kelsey-Whiskey sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern Spotted Owl habitat.
The habitat of owls and other sensitive species should be protected, net logged!

The East Fork Whiskey Creek Area of Critical Environment Concern (ACEC) should
include the full 2,844 acres.

The logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat while increasing the fire
risk. Science shows that road-less, mature and old-growth forests are more fire-resistant
than forests that have been logged, roaded and “managed.”

Please consider this my official comment.
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Sherwood Tubman July 11, 2002
Medford BLM

3040 Biddle Road

Medford OR 97504 @
Orl10mb@er.blm.gov

Subject: ONRC comments on Kelsey-Whisky DEIS
Dear BLM:

Please accept the foliowing comments from Oregon Natural Resources Council concemning the
Kelsey-Whisky DEIS dated March 2002.

Preferred altemative (2) would:

s Regen harvest— 355 acres old growth

» Commercial Thin— 969 acres of old growth

e Commercial and Non-commercial Density Management— 510 acres (329
commercial and 181 non-commercial)

+ Pine Enhancement—1,091 acres, localized thinning around selected pine trees, creation
of small openings (less than % acre, no more than 2 per acre) around other pines or
groups of pines.

DEIS fails to address impacts to Roadless Values:

The Zane Grey Roadless Area is the largest forested BLM roadless area in the country.
The EIS does not discuss this roadless area, except in its discussion of scoping comments
received. The DEIS does not discuss the impacts of the proposed logging on roadless values
referenced in the Forest Service roadless area conservation EIS. Se the attached map
documenting the extent of the Zane Grey and other nearby de facto roadless arcas.

Roadless areas greater than about 1,000 acres, whether they have been inventoried or not provide
valuable natural resource attributes that must be protected. These include: water quality; healthy
soils: fish and wildlife refugia; centers for dispersal, recolonization, and restoration of adjacent
disturbed sites; reference sites for research; non-motorized, low-impact recreation; carbon
sequestration; refugia that are relatively less at-risk from noxious weeds and other invasive non-
native species, and many other significant values. See Forest Service Roadless Area
Conservation FEIS, November 2000. This project involves activities in such unroaded areas. The
NEPA analysis for this project does not adequately discuss the impacts of proposed activities on
all the many significant values of roadless areas.

An FIS is needed to consider the significant environmental impacts of proposed activities in
roadless areas. The agency should consider the effects of this project on uninventoried roadless

COregot Matural Resources Council  + www.onrc.org  « Aggressive Defenders of Gregun'sﬂ;ié%lins?ﬂitdlife & Waters

PN ey fecd posb-Coluiimaer waste  + Chlarine frne prowasy
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areas like the Rogue River National Forest considered unroaded areas in the recent Mill Creek
DEIS. (Note: Although the Rogue River National Forest should be commended for considering
uninventoried roadless areas in an EIS and for developing an alternative that deferred entry into
unroaded and old-growth areas, they did not do a good job of analyzing the impact of the
preposed project on the values embodied by the uninventoried roadless areas.)

Unroaded areas greater than about 1,000 acres, whether they have been inventoried or not
provide valuable natural resource attributes that must be protected. These include: water quatity;
healthy soils, fish and wildlife refugia; centers for dispersal, recolonization, and restoration of
adjacent disturbed sites; reference sites for research; non-moterized, low-impact recreation;
carbon sequestration; refugia that are relatively less at-risk from noxious weeds and other
invasive non-native species, and may other significant values. See Forest Service Roadless Area
Conservation FEIS, November 2000. The NEPA analysis for this preject does not adequately
discuss the impacts of proposed activities on all the many significant values of roadless areas.

While inventoried roadless areas receive mandatory attention per the Roadless Area
Conservation FEIS, the Forest Service has previously acknowledged that unroaded areas smaller
than the generally accepted 5,000 acres are significant as well. See 36 CFR 219 Planning
Regulations. For example, as illustrated in the Roadless Area Conservation FEIS {FEIS Fig. 3-3,
p. 3-3), there are numerous inventoried roadless areas that are less than 5,000 acres. In the West
alone there are over 650 inventoried roadless areas ranging from 1,001-5,000 acres (FEIS Fig. 3-
3, p. 3-5). Clearly, these inventeried roadless areas and unroaded areas of 1,000 acres or greater
shate many of the same characteristics as the larger roadless areas and therefore constitute a
compelling mterest as well.

OLD GROWTH MUST BE PROTECTED

Since the 2060 &M FEIS did not include an adequate range of alternatives, all logging of large
trees should stop until an old-growth protection alternative is fully developed and considered.

Old growth is defined by ICBEMP as:

1. Large trees for species and site.

2. Wide variation in tree sizes and spacing.

3. Accumulations of large-size dead standing and

fallen trees that are high relative to earlier stages.

4. Decadence in the form of broken or deformed

tops or bele and root decay.

3. Multiple canopy layers.

6. Canopy gaps and understory patchiness.

http:/faww icbemp. govipdfs/sdeis/Volume2/Appendix 1 7a.pdf

The multiple values of old-growth and the adverse consequences of logging have not been
adequately considered in the DEIS.

Pape 2 of 22
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The DEIS asserts that thinning is needed in the Late Successional Reserve to “reduce risk of
catastrophic stand replacing wildfire, promote retention and enhance late-successional forest
habitat characteristics.” EIS, 1-3. Proposed regen harvest does not meet these goals. In fact, it
does just the opposite. Timber harvest is know to increase fire risk by removing large pieces of
wood that are less prone to burn while leaving small fuels which are a much greater fire risk.

Regeneration harvest fails to meet the Purpose and Need

Spoited owls:

Proposed logging will harm spotted owl critical habitat. Critical habitat is designaied to aid in
recovery efforts but there is no spotted owl recovery plan yet. This project may adversely impact
recovery options for the spotted owl.

Proposed logging in spotted owl activity centers would adversely impact Threatened spoited
owls in violation of the Endangered Species Act. :

The DEIS fails to discuss edge effects, and disclose how many acres will be affected by them in
forest surrounding regen and CT. Also no analysis of blowdown and how many acres cutside
units could be alfected.

Connectivity:

The EIS identifics two “areas of interest for connectivity to other watersheds.” EIS, 3-12.

1. East Fork Kelsey Cresk and West Whisky Creek watersheds meant to link the
Galice/Fish Hook LSR (in the planning area) to East and West Forks Whisky Creek and
part of the Grave Creek watershed “identified for connectivity to the LSR” to the
Galesville/South Umpqua LSR. However, the project proposes regen harvest, commercial
thinning, and Sugar Pine Enhancement throughout this area which will degrade this area
of its connectivity qualities.

2. North Fork Kelsey Creek and Kelsey Creek watersheds meant to link the Galice/Fish
Hook LSR to the Bobby Creck RNA to the north. This area is also proposed for regen
and commercial thinning though not to the extent that these are planned in #1.

Roads

Preferred alt. would build 1.9 miles of new temporary reads. 0.6 miles inte LSR/roadless. Other

tenp. roads extend from existing roads into possible roadless area. The DEIS proposes to use

action alternatives as a mode for completing “past due (deferred)” road maintenance. EiS, 4-26.
Nothing 1s worse for sensitive wildlife than a road. Over the last few decades, studies in a
variety of terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems have demonstrated that many of the most
pervasive threats to biological diversity - habitat destruction and fragmentation, edge
cffects, exotic species invasions, pollution, and overhunting - are aggravated by roads.
Roads have been implicated as mortality sinks for animals ranging from snakes 1o
wolves; as displacement factors affecting antmal distribution and mevement patterns; as

Page 3 of 22
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population fragmenting factors; as sources of sediments that clog streams and desiroy
fisheries; as sources of deleterious edge effects; and as access corridors that encourage
development, logging and poaching of rare plants and animals, Road-building in National
Forests and other public lands threatens the existence of de facto wilderness and the
species that depend on wilderness.
bitp:/fwww.wildrockies.org/WildCPR/reports/ECO-EFFECTS-ROADS html

See also NRDC Report: “End of the Road: The Adverse Ecological Impacts of Roads and
Logging: A Compilation of Independently Reviewed Research” (1999) which discusses the fact
that roads: :

i. Harm Wildlife

2. Spread Tree Diseases and Bark Beetles

3. Promote Insect Infestations

4. Cause Invasion by Harmful Non-native Plant and Animal Species

3. Damage Soil Resources and Tree Growth

6. Adversely Impact Aquatic Ecosystems

Temporary roads

For the setni-permanent roads that will be tilled, BLM’s own soils scientist has litile faith in the
restorative value of this technique. He says: “What I have seen so far have heen nothing more
than modified rock rippers and little lateral fracture of the soil occurs and the extent of de-
compacting is very limited.” Coos Bay BLM, Big Creek Analysis file, section F, Soils Report.
page 4.

BLM assumes that temporary and semi-permanent new roads will have no effect because they
are temporary. BLM has shown no scientific evidence for this assurnption. In fact, scieniific
research has shown exactly the opposite, Effectiveness of Road Ripping in Restoring Infiltration
Capacity of Forest Roads. Charles H, Luce, USDA, Forest Service Intermountajn Research
Station, 1221 §. Mam, Moscow, [ 83843, September 1996. Restoration Ecology, Vol. 5, No. 3.
page 268. :

Research results, published in Restoration Ecology, shows there is nothing temporary about
temporary roads, and that ripping out a road is NOT equal to never building a read to begin with.
“The saturated hydraulic conductivity of a ripped road following three rainfall events was
significantly greater than that of the road surface before ripping... most saturated hydraulic
conductivities after the third rainfall event on a ripped road were in the range of 22 to 35 mm/hr
for the belt series and 7 to 25 mm/hr for the granitics. These conductivities are modest compared
1o the saturated hydraulic conductivity of a lightly disturbed forest soil of 60 to 80 mmv/hr.” id.
Even this poor showing of restoring pre-road hydrologic effects worsened with repeated rainfall. -
“Hydraulic conductivity values for the ripped treatment on the granitic soil decrcased about 50%
with added rainfall (p(K1=K2)=0.0015). This corresponded to field observations of soil
settlement and large clods of soil created by the fracture of the road surface dissolving under the
rainfall... The saturated hydraulic conductivity of the tipped belt series soils also dropped fram
its initial value. Initially, and for much of the first event, the ripped plots on the belt series soil
showed no runoff. During these periods, run-off from higher areas flowed to low areas and into
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macropores.... Erosion of fine sediment and small gravel EVET].U.}B,;I}' clogped these macropores. .
Anccdotal observations of roads ripped in earlier years revealed that after one winter, the
surfaces were nearly as solid and dense as the original road surfaces.” Id. Even though ripped
roads increase water infiltration over un-ripped roads, it does not restore the forest to a pre-road
condition. “These increases do not represent “hydrologic recovery™ for the treated areas,
however, and a risk of erosion and concentration of water into unstable areas still exists.” Id.

‘Weeds

Opening up the canopy and disturbing the soil through road building and logging as proposed in
this project could spread non-native weeds far and wide. The invasive weed sites in the analysis
area and along all log and gravel haul routes should be fully inventoried and documented as part
of the NEPA process for this project . In the absence of valid and complete weed survey
information, harvest and road and fuel treatment activities planned as part of this project might
exacerbate the problem mstead of contain it.

We find it highly unlikely that conducting ground disturbing activities over so many acres of this
planning are will not make the weed problems worse instead of better. These weeds are “a slow
motion explosion” that should not be taken lightly. It is often better to just close roads and avoid
gtound disturbing activities while sending ¢rews in to do hand-pulling of weed infestations as
TIECESSATY.

Port Orford cedar: There are small populations of Port Orford Cedar located in Mule Croek
drainage. P. /ateralis root disease is present in the population growing in upper portion of Mule
Creek. CT unit 22A appears to be in the headwaters of Mule Creek. There is a potential for
infection from logging in iribs to Rogue which could affect populations along the Rogue from P.
faterafis-infected water flowing downstream. The DEIS contains no discussion of RMP
management guidelines or any mitigation to stop spread of root disease and no discussion of
potential effects to disease free trees due to project.

SOILS CONCERNS

The DEIS contains no site-specific analysis of compaction or erosion potential from any action
alternative as required in the Medford RMP.

Scarification, ripping, and subsoiling does not alleviate the following negative impacts,

therefore not completely mtigating:

+ compaction of soil and alteration of the soil ecosystem.

# alteration of hydrology, water storage, flow, timing, from soil compaction;

= alteration or loss of native plant communities, and tendency to create conditions which faver
nexious weeds or other non-native plants;

» disruption of so1l foodweb and biotic communities that serve important soil functions and
processes such as aeration, nutrient cycling,

Soi1] productivity must be zealously guarded in order to protect our forests for future gencrations.
This project will cause unacceptable impacts te soil resources. Use of ground-based logging

Page 5of 22



equipment almost always compacts soil causing reduced site productivity, drastically altered soil
food web relationships, reduced infiltration, and increase surface runoff. Spring burning can also
be very harmful to soil and the thousands of creatures that live all or part of their lives in the soil
profile. The EA needs ta consider these impacts and consider alternative ways to avoiding these

impacts.

Ground-based logging causes higher incidences of root damage and scarring of residual trees
(comparcd to skyline systems). Kellog, L., Han, H.8., Mayo, J., and J. Sissel, “Residual Stand
Damage from Thinning— Young Stand Diversity Study,” Cascade Center for Ecosystem
Management. -

Soil disturbance caused by logging also causes erosion that adversely impacts both soil and water
resources. The existing level of soil disturbance has not been measured and disclosed in the EA
50 the Agency cannot say with any factual basis whether forest plan standards wiil be met. This
is arbitrary and capricious. Existing soil impacts must be measured and future impacts estimated
s0 that an adequate cumulative effects analysis can be prepared and included in a supplemental
EIS.

An E[S is needed to address these significant soil issues.
Cumnlative Effects:

“The DEIS contains no discussion of how many acres have been degraded in the past by other
timber sales or whether they are regencrating. Also, EIS says “[a]ll of the old-growth timber on
private land has been cut. State of Oregon lands have also harvested most of their larger trees.”
EIS, 3-18. Not dealt with in cumulative effects section. Some private land is adjacent to owl
core areas including one in 338, 8W, section 26/27.

I Affected Environment, Late-Successional Habitat, the EIS admits “[pJartial cuts in East Fork
Kelsey Creek and Quail Creek areas have substantially increased brush component placing these
areas at greater risk of stand replacement fire.” EIS, 3-11. No discussion of these cuts or sales in
cumulative effects section.

There 18 mention of “past timber harvests on federal lands” in Mule Creek, Upper Kelsey Creek
and Long Gulch subwatersheds in the Cumulative Effects section. (p. 4-31) but there is na site
specific analysis of bow much was cut, when or whcther it has regenerated to any degree, nor
any mention of East Fork Kelsey Creek or Quail Creek harvest. East Fork Kelsey Creek has
three regen units proposed. This also calls the Fires and Fuels component of purpose and need
into question. Claim they need this project to reduce risks of catastrophic wildfire, admit that
past harvest has exacerbated fire risk, but plan to regen and commercially thin thus increasing
risk of catastrophic wildfire.

Survey and Manage: Surveys for species have not been completed. Without adequate survey

information (including survey results and disclosure of protocol used), there is no analvsis of the
true elfects of the project and effects cannot be known by decisionmaker or the public.
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The FEIS must consider the survey information that is missing from the DEIS.

The DEIS is presumptively inadequate because it didn't include the results of all the required
wildlife surveys for red tree vole, Chace Sideband (Monadenia chaceana, Orepon Shoulderband
(Heiminthoglypta hertleini), Del Norte salamander, Blue-grey taildropper slug, Papillose tail-
dropper slug, Oregon megomphix, Cypripedium fasciculatum, Bryoria tortusa, Dendriscocamion
intricatudum, Platismatia lacunose, Pseudocypheliaria rainierensis, Ramalina thrausta, Usnea
longissima, Encalypta brevicolla var. crumiana).

In the FS and BLM s November 1, 1996 joint directive the agencies agree that the survey results
are necessary 1o making an informed decision, and the agencies agree that the survey results
represent significant NEPA information.
"The intention is to accomplish surveys prior to the design phase since the presence or
absence of Survey and Manage species is a significant piece of information and should be
available prior to the signing of the National Environmental Palicy Act (NEPA)
document." :
{emphasis added). Nov 1, 1996 directive from BLM Oregon and California state directors and
PNW and PSW Regional Foresters, Re: Implementation of Survey and Manage Component 2
"Survey Prior to Ground Disturbing Activities" Standard and Guideline, Attachment 1-2.

Another joint directive repeats the statement above then adds:
“The clear intent of Component 2 surveys is 10 have information about these species for
use in project analysis, formulation of alternatives, evaluation of effects, and decision
making. . .. we conclude that all Component 2 requirements should be met prior to the
decision.”
Sept 11, 1998 directive from BLM Oregon and California state directors and PNW and PSW
Regional Foresters, Re: Implementation of Survey and Manage Component 2 and Protection
Buffer Standards and Guidelines Regarding “Survey Prior to Ground-Disturbing Activities”
http./fwww.blm. gov/nhplefoia/or/fy98/IMs/m98099. hitm

We support the proposed ACEC

An ACFEC 15 proposed for the Fast Fork Whisky Creek subwatershed 1o protect the
Tanoak/Douglas-fir/Salal/Evergreen Huckleberry plant group not currently under the Oregon
Natural Heritage Plan. Alt. 2 proposes 1,676 acres. Alt. 4 proposes 2.843 acres. Other benefits
inciude protection of cld growih habitat, undeveloped character, unique geology and soils and
high water quality. No scheduled timber harvest, firewood gathering prehibited, trees cut for any
trail construction to remain on site. Appendix 10 outlines proposed management plan. Road
construction would be prohibited. RNA proposed for 91 acres within the ACEC.

We incorporate by reference the insightful comments of the Siskiyou Regional Education
Project, attached.

i\

i
!
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Sincerely,

Doug Heiken

Encl. roadless map
SREP comments
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SREP commb

Ron Wenker July 10, 2002
Distniet Manager

Medford Diistrict

USDI Bureau of Land Management

3040 Biddle Road

Medford, Oregon 97504
Regarding: Kelsey Whisky Draft ETS
Dear Mr. Wenker:

Recommendation: Altemative 4 is clearly the action alternative that best protects the resources of
the Planning Area. However, due to reason explained in the following text, Siskiyou Project
recommends selection of the “No-action altemative”. We are intrigued by the possibility of an
Alternative very similar to Alternative 4 but with modifications - {such as a 1) the mapping and on-
ground dehneation of riparian reserves, 2} a diameter limit to prevent the degradation of Jate-
successional habitat and the loss of older, fire resistant trees and 3) sugar pine treatments that were
confined to the crown area of the pines}. Siskiyou Project would like to engage in a dialogue with
the Medford District to explore such possibilities.

The Planning Area contains many land allocations including Matrix lands. The BLM is charped to
manage these lands for, among other outputs, timber production. However, the Agency and the
Decisicn-maker has considerable discretion and latitude as to where and when te harvest timber on
the Matrix lands (timber management is a management that necessarily involves long time periods)
and discretion as to the age and size of trees to be harvested. After over 50 years of poorly regulated
logging of large and old wrees, it 1s prudent to defer such harvest especially since the same 50 years
of fire suppression has created an abundance of smaller trees.

1. Aquatic Habitat, Fish

a. The proposed decisions (DEIS 1-9) are flawed because they identify lands for commercial
logging and vegetabion removal (itern 4, maps 4,5,6) without first identifying riparian reserves as
required in the ROD. Before issuing a decision the BLM must provide the public maps of all stream
channels and unstable areas requiring riparian reserves and include a decision in the final E18
designating these mapped areas as riparian reserves. Riparian reserves are not shown on Map 7 as
stated on page 3.3. Map 7 only shows some stream channels. The DEIS docs not illustrate the
extent of nparian reserves to provide opportunity for comment during project planning. RIPARIAN
RESERVES ARE LAND ALLOCATIONS - NOT MERELY BUFFERS FOR TIMBER:
MANAGEMENT.

b. The ROD (p. B-24 and C-31) specifically mentions the need to incorporate earthflows and

"potentially unstable areas” into niparian reserves. The DEIS failed to explicitly incomorate
instability mapping as a factor in determining the extent of riparian reserves. Prior to decisions
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about vegetation treatments and commercial logging, the BLM must map inner gorges,
slump/earthflows and other unstable areas and then decide where to incorporate them into riparian
reserves as required by the ROD.

The DEIS (p.3-4) states that soils are "moderately erosive and prone to rotational and transnational
slides. Many of the smaller basins exhibit multiple erosion channels, particularly arcas prone to
rotational shumping” and "in areas of contact between serpentine and other geclogic types in the
Rogue Formation, there is high risk of slope failure.” Proposed riparian widths based on tree heights
{DEIS 2-8) are clearly inadequate because they do not incorporate existing slumps, landslides, and
potentially unstable areas. The DEIS (A-69) states that harvest units were "inspected for indications
of current and potential slope instability; problem area were eliminated from further consideration
or buffered where appropriate” and the DEIS (p 4-23) emroncously states that Matrix lands include
"lands that may have slope instability as a result of their steepness.” If lands within the planning area
are rejected for inclusion as timber sale units or treatment because of instability then it follows that
these lands must be identified as riparian reserves during decision making. The ROD on p. C-30
states that for seasenally flowing or intermittent streams:"[a]t a minimum, the riparian reserves must
include: The extent of unstable and potentially unstable areas {(including earthflows), The stream
channel and the area extending to the top of the inner gerge” (emphasis added). {Note the
distinction between administratively designated unsuitable lands and ROD ™unstable” lands. It is not
necessary to demonstrate that lands are unsuitable for them to be judged unstable and inchuded as
part of a riparian reserve.} Headwalls which occur at the headword tip of class 4 channels,
unchanneled valleys (swales) above class 4 channels, slump/earthflows, and steep slapes adjacent to
streamn channels (e.g, inner gorges) may be judged unstable or potentiaily unstable. Mitigating
measures (such as not crossing headwalls with roads or not including these areas in timber sale
units) does not exempt the BLM from meeting the ROD requirement for including headwalls and
other unstable areas within riparian reserves.

The DEIS describes high erosion risk lands in the planning area but they have not been mapped.
Soils mapping alone (DEIS 3-4) does not integrate geomorphic features such as slump-earthflow
terrain or geologic hazards such as inner gorges. In addition the DEIS fails to quantify the acres of
land proposed for logging that are on severe or high eroston risk lands. Prior to decisions about
logging, the BLM must develop erasion risk maps based on geology, landforms, and effects of past
land use. For example, prior to identifying timber sale units the Happy Camp District {Klamath
National Forest) developed a map of high erosion risk lands and eliminated them from the Jefferson
Timber Sale. Once an erosion risk map has been developed the BLM can properly identify riparian
reserves, reduce erosion risk by reducing activity on high erosion risk lands, and disclose the acres
of high erosion risk lands that will be logged or roaded (including existing roads and haul roads
cutside the planning arca).

c. Swales and unchanneled valleys are found immediately upstream and adjacent 1o class 4 {first
order) channels. These areas experience overland flow during winter months and are susceptible to
surface erosion, slumping, and gullying. The DEIS should include sensitive unchanneled valleys
and swales as riparian reserves. Logging and roadbuilding in these areas is likely to result in erosion
and destruction of hyporheic areas.

Page 10 of 22



G-

d. The proposed commercial logging and vegetative treatments do not currently demonstrate
compliance with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy at appropriate stream and watershed scales as
required by Judge Rothsien decision (PCFFA III). For example, assessing impacts at the 5th field
watershed scale (the entire planning area) is inappropriate for determining impacts to coho salmon
in the Whisky Creek and Kelsey Creek watersheds.

The ROD states on p, B-10 that "management actions that do not maintain the existing condition
{i.e. high canopy closure in mature stands) or lead to improved conditions in the long tenm would
not "meet” the intent of the Aquatic Conservation Strategy and thus, should not be implemented."
Reductions of canopy cover in old growth stands (alternative 1) will not lead to "improved [aquatic)
conditions" and are not consistent with the ACS.

e. The high densities of the existing road system in portions of the planning area are jeopardizing
existence of salmenids. The current proposal of decommissioning 4-6 percent (10-14 miles} of the
existing 237 road miles is not nearly enough to prevent fish killing erosion during the next large
flocd (such as Japuary 1, 1997). Impacts from roads must be analyzed cwmnulatively in time and
space. Even though the BLM propoeses few or no new roads, the impact of exisling roads during the
next big flood would not meet ACS objectives, especially in the upper Mule Creek watershed. The
road density criteria must be reduced to some acceptable standard for each Regue River tributary
that supports coho salmon (Tahle 3-4) before new commercial logging or new roads are
constructed. More importantly, road segments on unstable lands (currently unidentified as riparian
reserves) or roads within one iree height of stream channels (DEIS 3-33,Table 3-1) must he
elimmated or engineered to withstand rain-on-snow flood events,

Before claiming benefits from road removal that are consistent with the ACS, the BLM must first
demonstrate that the roads with the greatest threat for fish in the planning area are indeed being
removed or repaired. It appears that the driver for road decommissioning, repair, or gating is not the
imminent risk to fish survival but that the road is not currently needed by the timber program. Until
such time that the BLM develops a imetable and a budget for coordinated activities that will ensure
the viability of salmonids in the Kelsey Whisky Planning Area (substantial road removal/closures,
habitat improvement, habitat and population moenitoring), no commercial timber sales should go
forward.

f. Riparian reserves cannot fully protect strcams from mass eresion invelving large amounts of
sediment delivered to the stream channel via debris flows or slumps (DEIS p. A-69). Inadequate
tdentification of riparian reserves on potentially unstable areas prevents attainment of aquatic
conservation objective 5.

g. The DEIS does not discuss the trade off between fire hazard reduction and potential for increased
soil erosion that would affect streams and channiels within riparian reserves. Similarly the increased
tree growth in riparian reserves from thinning has a trade-off of increased soil erosion. A specific
concem is the inadequacy of 25 ft buffers to prevent accelerated soil erosion when vegetation is
removed from steep slopes adjacent to a stream channel. A 25 ft buffer may be adeguate for flat
ground but many treatments will be on slopes exceeding 30 percent and some will exceed 70
percent slope. A 25 ft buffer would allow vegetation removal on actively eroding hillslopes nextto a
stream where every plant root 15 needed. Hillslopes greater than 30 percent should have a 100 ft
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buffer adjacent to the stream channel. Most studies show that a 100 ft buffer is needed to attain
measurable erosion reduction.

h. The DEIS does not provide quantitative estimates of the percent of soil that would be damaged in
riparian reserves due to hand piling and burning. Depending on the diameter of bum piles the
amount could be excessive and fail to meet Aquatic Conservation Objectives. A diameter standard
should be established for bum piles and all piles should be at least 50 ft from stream channels.
Perhaps Jop and scatter would be more consistent with ACS objectives than hand piling and
burning.

i. Sediment impacts to coho salmon and other aquatic animals were not analyzed and not
disclosed. Increased risk of erosion from logging on steep lands were not analyzed er disclosed.
Praposed regeneration logging and road building do not meet ACS objective 5 (DEIS p.A-69).
Impacts to fish not compared for the range of alternatives: altemative 1 has greater impacts than
alternative 4.

The DEIS analyzed impacts to coho salmon at the 5th field (planning area) scale {DEIS 4-22).
When analyzed from the perspective of impacting 5th field watersheds, no individual BLM timber
sale is likely to have observable cumulative effects. When impact analysis at the 5th field scale
results in no observable impact, smaller spatial scales must be used. Since vegetation remaoval
proposals and road systems arc concentrated in the upper portions of 6th and 7th field watersheds
where coho salmon spawn, impacts should also be assessed at these watershed scales. Impacts to
each coho population in Table 3-4 (DEIS p.3-4) should be assessed to be consistent with Judge
Rothstein's decision of Pacific Coast Fishermen's Association lawsuit. A particular concern is the
existing road system and high density of roads likely to spew fish killing sediment into streams
during the next rain-on-snow event. Vulnerability 1o rain-on-snow events in each coho salmon
tributary should be calculated (DEIS p. 4-4).

The cumulative effects of road building and logging are net adequately disclosed because the
basehne for impact comparison (no action altemative} has alrcady been impacted by decades of
logging and roadbuilding (DEIS p. 4-31). Previous logging and road building are not tabulated in
Tables 2-1 (DEIS p. 2-20-21). The fishertes analysis inappropriately dismisses the cumulative
impact of decades of previous logging by using the no action altemative as baseline. Curnulative
impacts of logging at scales larger than individual management units should include the past and
expected impacts from previous logging. In other words the BLM cannot ¢rase the impacts of
previous logging by continually assessing the incrementat imnpact of new logging without
acknowledging the context for this new logging: an already heavily impacted landscape (upper
Kelsey Creek DEIS p. 4-31).

Proposed logging does not comply with the ESA because the DEIS does not identify a valid
Biological Opinion from the National Marine Fisheries Service for threatened coho salmon. Judge
Rothstein (FCFFA III) has found previous biclogical opinions for BLM timber sales to be invalid
because they do not comply with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy. The DEIS (p.4.22) erroneolsly
states that the proposed action meets terms and conditions of the NFS LRM/RMP Biological
Opinion of March 18,1997,
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The BLM bas failed to analyze and quantify site specific accelerated soil erosion from project
proposals such as regeneration logging and road building. Instead of deing the NEPA, RMP and
ESA required project level, site specific analysis, the DEIS (p. 4.3) inappropriately references a
programmatic EIS {the Medford District 1954 RMP). The 1994 RMP/EIS did not disclose site
specific ercsion and sedimentation impacts and specifically stated that such impacts would be
assessed at the project level.

The DEIS provides ne analysis or documents to support the statement that "all harvest units would
be on stable ground as well as proposed road locations” (DEIS p. 4-4). Natural erosion risk and risk
of sediment reaching stream channels would be greatly increased on 628 acres of steep lands
proposed for regeneration (clearcut) logging (DEIS p. 2-11). For example, units 1-2, 6-5, 27-4,27-3
are on 50-80 percent slopes within a few hundred feet of perennial or fish bearing streams. The
DEIS {A-69) erroneously states that "[N]ew permanent and temperary reads would not contribute
sediment to streams because they would be built on ridges and on ather stable terrain awsy from
streams.” Mid-slope road 32-9-13 (Maps 2 and 4) would be extended 0.3 miles on a 40 percent
slope and would cross one stream channel. The new portion of the road is about 900 fi from Kelscy
Creek. Mid-slope road 32-9-13 crosses numerous drainages and has a high risk of causing mass
erosion into Kelsey Creek. Read 32-9-13 demonstrates the inherent conflict between maximizing
timber extraction (altematives 1 and 2) and pretection of fish habitat from increased sediment as
required in ACS objective 5. Extending this mid-slope road does not comply with ACS objective 5.
Decommissioning the entire road would comply with the ACS, but only 4.6 miles of this road is
proposed for decommissioning in alternatives 1 and 2 (DEIS p A-27).

The DEIS provides no analysis or supporting documentation that unmapped riparian reserves will
prevent sediment from reaching streams (DEIS p A-69). Riparian reserves may reduce the impacts
of accelerated eresion but will not stop all sediment. Similarly, repeated statements of actions that
"minimize” sediment delivery to streams will not stop all erosion and sedimentation from project
proposals. The DEIS must analyze and truthfully quantify what the sediment impacts are likely to
be, especially during a large flood event that is certain to occur in the long-term. Certainly there is
less sediment risk to fish from alternative 4 than alternative 1, but this s not stated or demonstrated

to the decisionmaker. The decisionmaker is currently being mislead into believing that impacts to
fish and aquatic creatures and the habitat that supports them are the same for all alternatives. This is

contrary to the intent of NEPA.

The DEIS has detailed analysis of the propesad projects impacts from future wildfires. For example
a fuel model was developed (Appendix 9). But the DEIS didn’t correspondingly analyze the impacts
associated with floods and resultant erosion. The DEIS did not develop a sediment model or assess
increased erosion risk from propesed projects, especialty repeneration logging and road
construction. The BLM demonstrates a bias in emphasizing analysis that demonstrate positive
impacts (fuels and fire) while ignoring analysis and medeling that may show adverse impacts {acres
of increased erosion risk, tons of sediment delivered to stream channels). Catastrophic wild fire
appears to be a driver for impact analysis {Fire and Fuels DEIS 4-6, Tables 4-1, 4-2). Although
floods are certain to occur in the long-term, analysis of effects of catastrophie floods are missing
rom the analysis.
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J- Commercial logging and road building on steep, erosion prone terrain 15 certain to have adverse
sediment impacts and merits a "likely to adversely affect" deterrination for threatened coho
salmon.

k. Pacific lamprey (Lampetra tridentata) is declining across its range, including the Rogue Basin.
The DEIS failed to identify Pacific lamprey as a special status vertebrate (DEIS p. A-43). Pacific
lamprey was listed state sensitive in 1993 (OAR 635-044-0130) and given further legal protected
status by the state in 1996 (OAR 635-044-0130). The rare Western brook lamprey (Lampetra
richardsoni) may also exist in the planning area. Culverts that pass salmonids are often barriers to

+ lamprey because lamprey cannot jump. Culvert replacement may need to consider lamprey passage
if lamprey ammocoetes are detected in stream reaches below the culvert,

1. Green sturgeon has been petitioned for federal listing. Green sturgeon may spawn in the
planning area in the mainstem Rogue. Chemical applications and the misuse of fire retardant in the
planning arca could be detrimentat to sturgeon reproduction.

2. Survey and Manage Species

Surveys for Special Status and Survey and Manage Species have not been completed (DEIS p.x).
Assurances that "all required sites would be protected according to established direction and
protocols” are inadequate for impact analysis and decision making. Surveys should be completed
for Survey and Manage species and the results should be disclosed in the DEIS, analyzed and
mapped. The Public and the Decisionmaker cannot adequately analyze the impacts of alternatives
without the incorporation of Survey and Manage Species locations into the DEIS. Species affected
include red tree, Del Norte salamander, chace sideband, Oregon shoulderband, bluepgrey and
Papplicose tail-droppers, Oregon megomphix, Cypripedium fasciculatum, Bryoria tortusa,
Dendriscocaulon intricatulum, Platismatialacunose, Pseudocyphellaria rainierensis, Ramalina
thrausta,Usnea longissima and Encalypta brevicella var. crumiana.

A. Red tree Voles - The Siskiyou Project wants to be shown on a map indicating detections of
red tree voles, which ones will be protected, and which ones will be logged.

a. Impact analysis of the DEIS is inadequate because a lack of surveys for Special Status and Survey
and Manage Species precludes quantitative impact analysis required for decision making. How can
site specific impacts to red tree voles be accurately described if no surveys have been completed?

b. The DEIS provides for site specific logging of trees (timber sale units and vepetative treatments
in maps 4,5,6) but fails to provide site specific descriptions of how Special Status and Survey And
Manage Species will be protected. For example, high densities of red tree voles may make some
timber sale units impractical to implement leading to the elimination of prescribed buffers {DEIS 2-
7). Recent reviews of BLM timber sales indicates BLM uses considerable discretion in the
application of protection buffers for red tree voles. Some vole trees pet protected and others do not.
The Siskiyou Project and others must be provided timely opportunity to field inspect and comment
on the effectiveness of protection measures identified for ach timber sale unit well betore the
decision is signed. Current wording ("Required sutveys would be completed for [Special Status and
Survey and Manage Species] before a Record of Decision is signed” (p. x) does not provide a
review period for the public prior to decision making. This is contrary to the NEPA. A
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supplemental DEIS or some other notification is needed to describe the results of species surveys
and explicitly map how protection measures will be implemented for red tree voles in each timber
sale unit or vegetative treatment.

B. Del Norte Salamanders - Although Del Norte salamanders are "widely distributed across the
watershed"” (DEIS 3-13) and clearcutting (regeneration harvest) will cause adverse impacts
(Survey and Manage FEIS), IMPACTS TO DEL NORTE SALAMANDERS HAVE NOT
BEEN ASSESSED (DEIS 4-15). Since no surveys for Del Norte salamanders will be conducted,
all habitats must be protected. BLM must identify and manage high-priority sites to provide for a
reasonable assurance of species persistence. Until high-priority sites an be determined, manage
all known sites (Survey and Manage ROD p. 11}

The Siskiyou Project wants to be provided a map indicating all known Del Norte salamander sites
and high priority sites for Del Norte Salamanders (DEIS 3-13 and Survey and Manage ROD p. 11).
Although no surveys for the actual animal are required, talus areas occupied by Del Norte
salamanders are relatively easy to identify. All talus areas suitable of Del Norte salamanders should
be identified and given protection as recommended in the ROD for survey and manage species
(p.40). Since talus areas would likely have soil constraints for regeneration harvest, trees on talus
sites within regeneration units should be protected.

3. Fuels

Logging on certain sites can increase fizel loading of ground and near ground fuels.

When shaded forest stands are thinned, there is a history of previously suppressed broadleaf species
{tanoak and madrone for example) exhibiting greatly increased growth. This causes a
corresponding increase in ground and near ground fuels. Risk of catastrophic fire can measurably
increase from such thins. Though ladder fuels are reduced, ground fuels from untreated slash and
from mcreased broadleaf growth create conditions that can cause cambium baking. Many stand
replacement events are due to cambium baking near ground level rather than crown fire.

This impact is substantiated in the DEIS on page 3-11 which states “Partial cuts in the East Fork
Kelsey Creek and Quail Creek areas have substantially increased the brush component, placing
these areas at greater risk of stand replacetent fire. Past clear cutting in the areas of Mule
Creek, East Fork Mule Creek and North Fork Kelsey Creek has created additional risk of stand
replacement fires through both brush invasion and new young plantations. This places older
forest habitats at a greater risk to stand replacement fire.” The guote describes conditions in the
project area that were created by past forest management.

Sisktyou Project maintains that the treatments in the Preferred Alternative (commercial thin,
overstory removal, commercial density management, regeneration harvest) are not substantially
different from those harvest activities {partial cutting, clear cutting) that increased the risk of stand
replacement wildfire historically and the Preferred Altemative will similarly increase that risk. This
is important because a Purpose and Need (page 1-3) is to “reduce fuel hazard in the planning area 1o
avoid large losses of valuable resources”, The logging of units will largely work against this
Purpose and Need.
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Similarly, commercial thinning can convert oak/ madrone forests into brushfields, When madrone
and oak species are cut, they often send out a flurry of sprouts. In a few seasons a once well formed
bole and canopy is replaced with a shrub form of the species. This phenomena is widespread cn
BLM lands where fuels management is emphasized. The DEIS does not acknowledge that on some
sites (e.g. ridges and south slopes where mature hardwoods now dominate the canopy), it may be
best to maintain tree sized madrone and cak (>7" DBH) regardless of spacing to avoid converting
an cak/madrone forest into a cak/madrone brushfield.

4. Connectivity, Fragmentation, LSR Habitat, Late-Successional Associated Species, Northern
Spotted Owl

A) Connectivity, Fragmentation and Late-Successional Habitat

Years of logging in the Pacific Northwest have caused a decrease of closed canopy, mature and old
forests. In addition, the remnant patches of closed canopy, mature and old forests have, because of
this logging, been isolated. These two factors have created a crisis in our Northwest Forests that has
led to the population decline and Endangered and Threatened status of species. Though fire
suppression is an important impact that has gone hand-in-hand with the logging, liquidation of our
older forests is a primary concem that should be addressed. A primary focus of any Purpose and
Need that relates to forest health and late successional enhancement should be the retention of
closed-canopy forests and of the mature and older trees in these forests. Qlder, fire resistant trees
should be left standing.

The Preferred Alternative would reduce connectivity, produce additional fragmentation and degrade
habitat for late successional associated species thus increasing the risk of population declines. The
degradation would occur in the project area but would have adverse ramifications putside of this
area.

The Upper East Kelsey Watershed would, under the Preferred Alternative, receive 217 acres of
regeneration logging (about 6% of the subwatershed and 7% of the late successional forest).
Similarly, The Meadow Creek Watershed would receive 128 acres of regeneration logging (about
5% of the subwatershed). These are both currently pristine watersheds that supply excellent
connective and late successional habitat and will be significantly degraded.

The way the impacts are described (page 4-9) repeats the classic mistake of scale whereby Impacts
are dismissed because they are considered “relatively” minor at a certain scale but cumulate to
impacts of landscape proportion as the localized populations decline and extirpations multiply. This
is exactly was has created the crisis of habitat degradation and fragmentation that now exists. To
describe the effects of regeneration logging of hundreds of acres of closed canopy forest in a critical
connectivity area as “negligible” (page 4-8) is misguided and may indicate some fundamental
misunderstandings of ecological principals, Similarly, to defer harvest in heavily impacted areas
and begin that same degradation process in nearby, relatively pristine watersheds (page 4-16) and
then to claim only “a minor addition to the impacts on late-successional habitat.” shows a disregard
and/ or misunderstanding of both fragmentation and cumulative effects. The three paragraph
discussion of cumulative effects on late-successional habitat {4-16) is inadequate. Real analysis of
this very important issue is required and without meaningful analysis, ncither the Publie nor the
Decisionmaker is able to understand the impacts of the Preferred Alternative.
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The DEIS (page 4-9) points out that “the effect of regeneration harvest In Altematives 1 and 2 in the
Upper East Kelsey and Meadow Creek subwatersheds would be great enough that there may be
some reduction of habitat use and impedance of movement by late-successional affiliated wildlife.
The effects of these proposed regeneration harvest units on currenty ¢losed-canopy north-facing
slopes would be greater than i other areas because of their strategic location in relation to this LSR
further highlighted by the Southwest LSRA (USDA/LISDI) which emphasizes the importance of an
east-west older forest link. This connection would be affected by these proposed activities, as well
because these lwo watersheds have previously had little or no timber harvest” Regarding the
degradation of {ate-successional habitat, the DEIS reveals that “There would still be substantial
dhrect adverse effects to late-successional habitat from regeneration harvest in East Fork Kelsey and
Meadow Creek sub-watersheds.” (page 4-16)

The DEIS describes the Upper Kelsey watershed as “an area expected to provide habitat
connectivity. Consequently, habitat removal of 217 acres would not be consistent with the intent of
this alternative, although scale is important to factor n.” {page 4-9) Why is this logging a part of
Alternative 2, the Preferred Altemative, if it is not consistent with the intent of this alternative
regarding connectivity yoals?

In all alternatives, non-regeneration cuts such as commercial thins may alse decrease connectivity
and habitat for closed-canopy associated species. The affect of reduction of crown closure varies
from species to species with some species {such as Del Morte salamander) particularly sensitive and
vulnerable. Marking and logging with the intention of retaining a certain percent crown closure is
an imperfect science and the effects of blowdown and prescribed fire can further “open up™ stands.
The potential for commercial thin units, commercial density management units and overstory
removal units {as well a5 regeneration harvest units) to cause ¢losed-canopy habitat degradation,
fragmentation :nd loss of connectivity was not adequately described or analyzed in the DEIS.

Due to the habitat degradation described above, species associated with and dependent on closed-
canopy and mature and older forests will suffer from the Jogging activities bundled in the Preferred
Alternative. Please refer to Section 3 (Survey and Mange} for a listing of some of thase species,
(rther species that will be compromised include fisher, pine marten, white-footed vole, bald eagle,
northern goshawk and Bensoniella oregana. Many other plant, fungi and invertebrate animal
species will also be impacted.

Please remember that the Northwest Forest Plan was desipned as a Minimum needed to retain
viahtlity of Northern spotted ow! and other late-successional associated species and thus as a
Minimum needed to retain a functioning late-successional ecosystem over the range of the Northern
spotted owl. Meeting minimum requirements is far different from maintaining and providing
optimurn {or even “average”} habitat.

B)Northern Spotted Onwl

Presently, there are 28 Northern spotted owl “core areas™ in the Project Area and with 13 (46%) of
the areas failing to meet even the minimum viability requirements. This constitutes a spotted owl
crisis for the planning area. With 46% of the spotted owl pairs in a “non-viable" habitat situation,
the response should NOT be to decrease the habitat in the Project Area’s stronghold of Northern
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Spotted Owls even if the BLM believes these core areas would retain Rabitat meeting its minimym
viability requirements. The Preferred Alternative would “remove or degrade a total of 370 acres of
currently suitable northern spotied owl habitat”. (pg. 4-18) This does not include the significant
habitat loss and disturbance impacts associated with the partial cut treatments that are a part of the
altemative. The KCNA and Kelsey's Demise (a strange, sad name for a spotted owl area) spotted
owl pairs will be especially hard hit.

Critical Habitat Areas are designated under the Endangered Species Act. The Preferred Alternative
would degrade or remove 1,259 acres of suitable owl habitat most all of which is in CHU-65.
Connectivity is a major problem when addressing the challenge of Northern spotted owl viability.
This CHU is designed to maintain a link through the Klamath Province between the Cascade and
Coast Range Provinces (p.4-20) This linkage should be maintained rather than degraded if we, the
Public, are serious about saving the Northem spotted owl from extinction.

At several places (pg. 4-18, 4-20), the DEIS maintains that there will be a benefit to late-
successional habitat and thus to spotted owls as the management activities will reduce the risk of
catastrophic fire that can eliminate and degrade owl habitat. As explained in this review under
“3.Fuels”, Siskiyou Project maintaims that the management activities of the Preferred Alternative
will substantially increasc the risk of stand replacement fire by opening up stands and increasing
ground fuels as broadleaf undersiory grows and by creating plantations that aide in the spread of
wildfire.

Due to the serious nature of impacts to Nerthern spotted owl, the consultation process with the U S,
Fish & Wildlife Service should result in a finding of “likely to adversely affect XXXXX

Any 1mpacts that affect Northern spotted owls will “trickle down” to other parts and other species in
the late-successionat ecosystem. The spotted ow! can imperfectly serve as an indicator of Pacific
northwest late-successional ecosystems. :

) Marbled Murrelet

Marbled Murrelet habitat is found in the Project Area. US Fish & Wildlife Service designated CHU
#OR-07-F is also in the Project Area. The purpose of the Critical Habitat Unit is to provide habitat
for this ESA Threatened species. No murrelets have been observed in the Project Area and the area
15 further from the Ocean (greater than 12 miles) (pg. 3-15). The Project Area is approximately 28
miles from the Coast. Siskiyou Project wants to point out 3 facts: 1) Murrelets have breed upwards
of 35 miles from the Coast, 2) In the nearby South Fork Coquille Drainage/ Siskiyou National
Forest (Hall Ridge), murrelet “occupted behavior™ has been documented about 25 miles from the
Coast and 3} In the nearby Elk River drainage/ Siskivou National Forest (Blackberry and Panther
Crecks) protocol compliant surveys repeatedly reported absence of murrelets byt surveys conducted
in the less accessible streambottoms actually found oceupied behavior and a nest site.

The analysis of the Preferred Alternative on Marbled Murrelet habitat and on the CHU was
insufficient.

5. Forestry Related issues
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A) Blowdown - The DEIS does not disclose the increased rick ul !Lwdown imherent with
thinning and regeneration logging. The BLM must address the following questions with respect
to blowdovwn:

a. Is blowdown anticipated and desired, inside and outside timber sale units?

b. Were the effects of blowdown on adjacent forest stands considered?

¢. Are there expected to be any adverse environmental effects resuiting from blowdown?

d. How will blowdown be treated? Will blowdown generate another entry with resultant soil and
water impacts?

B. Sugar pine treatments — Siskiyou Project supports thinning around cld sugar pines. However, the
treatments should be confined to the (approximately} the dripline of the crown of the sugar pine
tree.

C. Soil impacts — Soil impacts from logging including and compaction and erosion were not
adequately described and adverse impacts from erosion and compaction of soils were not
adequately analyzed in the Environmental Consequences section (pgs. 4-38&4).

D.Cumulative effects of decades of logging not illustrated - A map of existing seral stages within
the project area is needed. The DEIS is inadequate because it does not show the location of previous
logging units and dates they were logged in the watershed nor does it show logging units for recent
or future sales (Mule timber sale). The maps for various Alternatives give a perception that there has
been no previous logging in the planning area.

['. Number and size of irees proposed for logging not disclosed - At a minimum, the DEIS should
disclose the estimated or actual number of large trees to be logged in each unit (mature trees 21-31
inches; old growth trees greater than 32 inches diameter breast high}. Impact analysis it the
environmental assessment is inadequate if decisions about the size and number of trees to be logged
are not evident to the public and decisionmaker at the time the FEIS is released. Delaying
determinations of the size and number of trees to be logged uniil after environmental analysis is
written and after a decision has been made is inconsistent with the need for fuill disclosure of
impacts before decisions are made (National Environmental Policy Act). The Siskiyou Project and
its mermbers will be harmed if the BLM does not fully disclose the size and number of troes
proposed for logging in the Kelsey Whisky planning area before a decision is made.

Describing impacts in tevms of board feet may be helpful to a prospective purchaser but is
inadequate in determining ecological and visual impacts. Descriptions of proposed logging in terms
of tree retention may be helpful in determining compliance with the Notthwest Forest Plan
Standards & Guidelines but such descriptions de not describe the effects of proposed logging in
terms of tree removal,

G. Ireversible and [rretrievable Commitment of Resources not disclosed: loss of large diameter
trees - If logging includes the removal of a significant number of old growth trees (trees over 32
inches), this would represent an irreversible or itretrievable commitment of resources. The DEIS
must be amended to report how many trees over 32 inches DBH will be logged and removed with
various allernatives. How does the number of trees over 32 inches DBBH to be logged vary across
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altematives and timber sale units? The public and decisionmakers meed to be provided quantitative
information about the number of large trees that will be logged. The general, non-specific reference
to an [reversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources (p. 4-31} regarding late-successional
habitat is not sufficient.

6. Port Orford Cedar and Noxious Wgeds

A) Port Orford Cedar — The DEIS reports a population of POC in the Planning Area but liitle
information and no map are provided. {p. 3-8). The population isin upper Mule Creek, root disease
infection is present and a populaticn in the “southeast comer of the planning area are thought to be
frec of root disease™. (p.3-8) Is the disease free population impacted in any way by management
proposais? Do any of the proposed activities involve the infected POC area and increase nisk of
disease spread? No mention in Chapter 4 — Environmental Consequences dealt with consequences
relating to POC. The description and analysis of POC concerns is inaderjuate.

Are the POC popuiations in the Project Area near the northeast extent of the range of POC?
Populations near the edge of distribution can be particularly important regarding genetic
adaptations, range expansion and other factors.

B} Noxious. Weeds — The Preferred Alternative, through regen harvest, temnporary road construction
and road reconstruction will create conditions conducive to the spread of noxious weeds already
found in the Project Area and increase the risk of contamination of new invasive spectes. The fact
that some disturbed areas will eventuaily “close in™ and native vegetation will out-compete native
species (pg. 4-31) is only partly true and is in contradiction to most Federal Agency policy which
understands the danger in spreading weeds, creating a larger “bank” of seed and plants which can
take advantage of open landscapes (such as readsides) and other disturbed areas (harvest units 2nd
burned areas). As such, the Environmental Consequences are glossed over and not adequately
conveyed. This is a serious problem regionally, locally and in the planning area. It is disappointing
that specific control measures are not identified in the DEIS and that there are no specific projects in
the Preferred Alternative that treat populations in the Project Area.

7. Recreation and Economics

The Wild & Scenic Rogue River is a nationally (even globally) famous destination used by local
citizens as well as tourists. It is a mecca for white-water enthusiasts, fishermen, hunters and hikers.
The River classification through the Planning Area is “Wild” and the Rogue River Trail passes
through the Planning Area. Recreationists value the pristine and natural parts of the landscape as
opposed 1o its logging units. Private land owners in the Planning Area value the natural conditions
also and some plan to use their property in a economical - recreational manner,

Though the Preferred Alternative is designed to “hide” its visual impacts from the area’s users, there
will be substantial impacts and degradation of the recreational resource. In several places,
management activities (including Commercial Density Management logging) would take place less
than one mile from the Rogue River. Helicopter logging, chainsaw use, tractor logging, log ruck
traffic and other impacts will create noise, dust and possible visual impacts.
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The DEIS doesn’t reveal the impacts of the Preferred Altemativ@lt&maﬁvc&} on this
critical, multimillion doliar resource. The Reviewing Public and the Decisionmaker is not educated
as to the impacts. For example, the reviewers could find no mention of noise in the DEIS, Noise
levels from logging can clearly impact the recreational experience. [t is also unclear how the
Preferred Alternative effects the visnal resource, That we are told: “implementation of praject
design features that do not attract the attention of the casual observer viewing from key observation

points” are allowed is not good enough. More detail is required.

The effect on the recreational alse effects the economty. The 1998 fipure that the Wild & Scenic
Rogue generates is 13 million dollars per year. The infrastructure of this econamy is the natural
values of the Rogue River; it's wildlife, fish, water quality and forests. The Preferred Altemative
will degrade this infrastructure.

8. Roadless Area not Adequately Revealed or Described

The Roadless Area issue is a national one. One U.S. Forest Service lands nationwide during the
Clinton Administration, a rule to protect the Forest Service Roadless Areas preduced record
breaking support from hundreds of thousands of citizens. The jssue was raised in scoping and
described briefly (without even the mention of “roadless area”) on page 1-7 under “Other Tssues™.
Two paragraphs on page 4-26 minimize the effects of all alternatives on “undeveloped areas™.

The reality is that the Planning Area includes development what may be the largest (46,646 acres)
undeveloped forested BLM area in the contiguons United States. The area has for years been
named the Zane Grey Roadless Area. It is a part of a current proposal of the Oregon Wilderness
Coalition (OWC) to legislate Wilderness in the state.

When an overlay (developed by OWC) of the Roadless Area is placed aver the projects in the
Preferred Altemative, it is evident that they do impact and decrease the acreage of the Zane Grey
Roadless Area and are not “minor™.

Moteover, the DEIS did not adequate describe and analyze impacts regarding the Roadless Issue.
No map of the huge Zane Grey roadless area was produced by BLM. The U, S. Forest Service has
been mapping and anglyzing roadless areas since the early 1970s.in response to public interest and
biological and social effects. The cursory treatment “danced around™ this impontant issue rather
than confront it.

9. ACEC and RNA

The DEIS proposes an ACEC with a nested RNA in the East Fork Whiskey Creek. The ACEC
conserves several plant community types including the “largest known block of relatively
unenetered forest representing the Douglas fir/ tanoak series in the Medford District™. (pg.. 3-6)
Two scenarios for ACEC designation (Preferred Alternative-| H76 acres and Alternative 4 — 2,843
acres). The larger ACEC is clearly preferable from a research and iological view. The larger area
will be more likely to retain the ecological characteristics (more defensible from disturbance events,
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less effected by management activities outside the ACEC, etc.) and bascline conditions which speak
to the purposes of RNAs and ACECS.

10. Global climate change :

In light of near scientific certainty from the latest team of UN scientists that humans are causing
global warming and the fact that the US government is advocating eredits for carbon sequestration
i forests the BLM needs to disclose the adverse effects of carbon emissions from burning and
removal of mature trees. How much carbon do the various alternatives put into the atmosphere and
what does it do (cumulative impact). "New information” as defined by the NEPA suggests that
alternatives in EAs and EISs recognize a carbon sequestration altemative that would retain healthy
trees and reduce or eliminate burning.

Sincerely,
Y

Lori Cooper
staff attorney
/af

Richard K. Nawa
staff ecologist

o: Klamath Siskiyou Wildlands, Headwaters
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[Jear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Mining for the Kelsey-Whisky timber

sale, 1
am outraged that the BLM is proposing 1o log in native and old-growth forests in the Zane Grey roadless area.

f believe that:

* the Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected - no roadbuilding (temporary or permanent) and no jogging!

* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1 259 acres of Northern Spotted Ow] habitat. The habitat of owls and
other

sensitive species should be protected, not logged!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental Concemn (ACEC) shouid include the fuli 2,844 acres
* the logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat while increasing fire risk - no more
native/old-growth

logging!

Thank you for considering my comments, helieve that every effort must be made to protect the native forests,
roadless areas and watersheds of the Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully,

Neil Seigel

4225 NE Ainsworth
Portland OR 97218




Dear Ms. Boody, jf“fy ;J%XOGJ.‘

These are my comments on the Craft Environmental kmpact Statement fﬂrtdining for the Kelsey-
Whisky timber sale. |am outraged that the BLM is proposing 1o ing in native and old-growth
forests in the Zane Grey roadiess area.

| helieve that.

* the Zane Gray Roadless Area shauld be protected - na roadbuikding (temparary o pemmnanent)
and no logging! We shoukl not compromise any roadless areas. Our state forests are litered
with roads all ready. Ne new roads should be constructed, especially in unspoiied, intact areas
such as the Zane Grey Roadless Area.

* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,250 acres of Northem Spotted Owl habitat. The
habitat of owls and other sensitive species shoukl ba protected, not loggeo!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical £nvironmental Concern (ACEC) shauld include the
full 2,844 acres

* the logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat while increasing fire risk - N mofe
nativetold-growth logging! | am a native Oregonian. | call on you io protect this wild heritage that
is an intrinsic part of my culture. There is no higher use for oid growth forest than to preserve it.

Thank you for considering my comments. | beligve that every effort must be made to protect e
native forests, roadless areas and watersheds of the Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully,
Tawid Hidgde
§309 V£ Efarm/w, St
Portlund O 97313



Dear Team Leader Tubman:t bl b
Eugwny, OR S7401.5080 7
As you know, the Zane Gray :
Roadless Arem is the largest /12702

guch areas in the V.5,

Please preserve this land end the remarkable

26 mile steetch of the Hogue River by designafting
it a wilderness and opposing the XKelsey Wiskey
timber sale and road construction.

Respgctfull ¥ours,

.l.'. |
CC: Hon. Peter DeFazie, M.C, k;<~,

s
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3529 3. £. Rex &
Portland OR 97202
July 9, 2002

€

Bureau of land management

Medford District Office

Joag Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

Atn: Lynda Boody

re- Kelsey Whisky Landscape Management Plan

and Assorted Resource Management Pian Amendments
and Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Gear Madam,

| think | understand the Purpose and Need for the Kelsey Whiskey Landscape
Management Plan.

| think that Afemative 4 meets the objectives better than the prefered
Atemative 2. In particular, Altedative 4 provides the best balance betweéen
current desires for timber and future benefits to the lanhd and its inhabitards
and wisitors.

Establishment of the East Whiskey Creek ACEC is o fine ideo, but it should be-
as large as proposed in Atemative 4, and ¢ should be eated most genfly: -
no logging in spolted owl habitat, and no iogging of big frees.

Because the Zane Grey Roadiess Area has high wildemess potentiat, it should

be left roadiess and unlogged.

Sincerely.

(bm_‘__k_ D‘-ﬁ—wm—

Batbara Dudman
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July 8th, 2002

Bruce Campbeli
&14 Gretna Green Way 1"
Los Angeles, CA 90049

Gherwood Tubman, Team Leader
Bureau of Land Management
3040 Biddle Rd.

Medford, OR 97504

Re: Kelsey Whisky RMPA / LMPA Draft EIS

Dear Mr. Tubman and your team: @

I find it very difficult to choose my preferred alternative from options set forth in the DEIS
since | like etements of both Alternatives 3 and 4. Unless Alternative 4 is modified to allow
strict oversight by environmental groups in southern Oregon of timber harvest and fuels
reduction activities, then I support the No-Action Alternative which is #3, at least temporarily.

while it makes some sense that a sizable (2,843 acres at minimum) Area of Critical
Environmental Concern should proceed in the East Fork Whisky Creek watershed (as suggested
in Alternative #4) to protect the Tanoak / Douglas-fir / Salal / Evergreen Huckleberry botanical
grouping, management of this ACEC must not include timber-cutting since BLM and the Forest
Service have proven that fuels reduction and forest health-claimed management generally do
more damage than good and is designed to assist timber interests. Also, it would be good to
accelerate road decommissioning and to do some thinning in cutover and plantation areas.
However since it is likely that large trees will be removed for profit rather than focus on the
smaller more flammable trees, such an effort should be delayed until BLM can prove itself
trustworthy to proceed. Thus I choose either Alternative 4 with strict oversight by southern
Oregon environmental groups, or else Alternative 3 at least temporarily until BLM can prove that
it can actually do so-called “forest health™ or 1s reduction” work without messing with the
larger trees which actually makes worse the very problems which they claim to be addressing.

The entire Zane Grey roadless area (the largest forested BLM parcel in the couniry) must be
declared wildemess, plus have othet protection until it is 5o designated. The only activity that
should be allowed in the Zane Grey road)ess area is possible non-herbicide removal of invasive
plants in the first perhaps 500 feet from the boundary of the roadless area. No sort of road
activity (except possibly taking out / decommissioning roads on the roadless arca Ppoundaries)
must be allowed anywhere near this treasure for the Rogue River watershed, its native fish
species, and the world.

A quote in the DEIS says, “The purpose of the actions related to thinning includes increasing
the diameter growth of residual trees.” Bo trees with sizable diameter already get a priority here
(or any consideration at all}? 1 ask this question first because 1've often heard “residual” as a
term for the old trees left after some logging in ancient forests. Is it possible that the temm
residual is being manipulated so that small trees can get more sunlight to help increase their



height / diameter, thus with residual being used in the document as a definition of any tree
remajning after timber harvest and/or fuel reduction activities.

A concern is mentioned toward the beginning of the DEIS regarding Late Successional Habital
that species affiliated with late-successional habitat may suffer in the short-term (19 to 20 years)
disruption to wildlife movement between Late Successional Reserves. Old-growth forest areas
must not be entered for management activities. Late successional is the same as old-growth
forest, however some L8Rs under the Northwest Forest Plan have cutover areas within themn (as
well as old-growth areas of course plus other areas). There must be no fuels management orF
logging in old-growth areas (since such activities increase flammable slash, often takes out
water-retaining large trees, and generally dries the soil), while in other areas such management
should be very limited and not take medium or large trees in the part of the LSRs which are
ancient forest. Also, oid trees must not be cut even in the matrix, and especialty shoutd be left
ajone if the area can be a key biological corridor between old-growth / roadless areas.

Under the Analysis and Assumptions portion of the DEIS, it says, “Carrent trends in
management, including land use and fuels development, would continue in compliance with the
Medford District RMP and the Northwest Forest Plan.” Recall that the Northern Spotted Owl is
not maintaining its population which was theorized in the Northwest Forest Plan. There are
rumbles in the Bush Administration to dismantle the Northwest Forest Plan -- or at least allow
more logging & other damaging managernent activities even in Late Successional Reserves.
Thus, 1 assusne that even if the Northwest Forest Plan is thrown out or dismembered, the
aforementioned quote above indicates that Medford BLM promises to abide by rules of the
Northwest Forest Plan.

From the quote in the DEIS about what FLPMA directs BLM to do, it is clear that Alternatives
1 and 2 (at least) viclate FLPMA in terms of obvious degradation of ecolegical, environmental
air and atmospheric, and water resource values.

Speaking of values, some outstandingly remarkable ecological values of some segments of the
Wwild & Scenic Rogue River will be adversely impacted by timber management (no matter what
linguistic guise is used) which will decrease ongoing water flow, increase siltation/floods/mud,
plus damage native fisheries, amphibian, and other crucial habitat.

It is important not to log any large tree that would be possible for a marbled murrelet to nest on,
since this is the vital inland range for this species whose munbers have been rapidly deteriorating.
And lastly, need I remind you folks that the Klamath / Siskiyou region is known worldwidc for
its conifer diversity and other plant and animal diversity. The vital Zane Grey roadless area must
remain untouched for core habitat and biological corridors for many threatened and endangered

SPRCIes.
Thanks for your attention to these concems.
Sincerely yours,

&A’-"—“ C?'Lﬂ ﬁﬁ:l.lé-egfﬁ
Bruce Campbell 3



Tuly 183, 2002

Bureau of Land Managemern

Medford District Office

3040 Biddle Rd

Medford OR 97504 @
ATTN: Lynda Boody

To ail BLM persons invelved with the timber sales in the Zane Grey roadless area and adjacent
areas:

I amn a concemned citizen and would like to make the followng comments.

Thmmpracim:ls&wtmdlassmﬂmlo@ﬁdamshﬁhﬂ:isstﬂamdﬂwyﬂmﬂdaﬁb&
protocted,eapeciallymanamaasimpmtmtasﬁmfmmusWiHandSmﬁechueRiwram.
Fhis area should be left in its pristine and healthry state, it does not nesd roads and does not nesd to
be logged. Certainky no loggng shouid be done in any habitet known to support rare and
endangered species whether fish, fowl, plant, or otherwise. T beligve the "regeneration” of older
forests will only increase fire hazards; it has been well proven that the clder trees are fire resistant
whereas fires bum Bercely in plantations.

The East Fork Whiskey Creek ACEC should not be decreased in size; this is a jast opportuniy o
preserve this unique and beautiful watershed.

The BLM is to be commended for its proposal of decommissionmng of 10.4 miles of soads, but 1
believe that mose miles could and should be so treated.

My underlying belief is that the governmment/BLM should take on a new role which is that of
PROTECTOR of the environment rather than an EXTRACTOR, and that logging of old growth
and mature forests is not the way 1o protect them, The private logging companies are doing & fine
job of extracting timber. Thank you for the opportunty to cottunent.

Geraldne Orchard
PO Box 1379
Eagle Point, DR 97524



———

JonatHaN §. Levy, MLD.

9 July, 2002

Sherwood Tubmon, Team Leader
BLM

3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

D)

Deowr Mr. Tubman

We are writing to- conument onthe Kelsey Whiskey
Tomber Sale. It iy difficult to-believe that the BLM iy
Mpmmwbg’mmmfwwm
dﬁ{gmtedzwwizﬂwwad&rwﬂrewmweww
intersecting the Zane Grey Roadless Ared, the largest
forest BLM rondlesy area inthe entive countyy. We do

——

growth that il exigly ivvowr foresty. What are yow

interesty, not presevving owr foresty for habitut and for
future generationy to- appreciate and enjoy. Our wild
lands have suffered to-the point that there iy so- little
left it iy incomprehensible that yow would everv

Do not build new roads, not everviemporary ones.
Do not cut: mature and old-growth foresty.

Do not cut inthe proposed. Wildernesy boundary.
Roadless areas and old~growth foresty are the most
fire resistant. Logging themonly increasey five risk:
Befr%pomdﬂexﬁrt}wwuduﬁyd@pMothﬁwm
and the people who-enjoy themu.

Sincerely,
ButMuJoell o S, s

290437 Guver Hil Ro.  Fucess, OR, 9740
(541) 683-393%  Cru (541} 912-8993 Emall, CLEOTTE ACL.COM



' ﬁw 4w

T feadse S S
sra33 & S Pask Toai!
Walshos, On 97067

& vl c;i.uci .

3040 ;S,d,.jdf: E)QMA 7/%1‘1 62

| Praghatord- oL 7 e 7
i |

Tt_l — ‘ ™ lﬁ o

. r“z? ' AT e (_’_.-vv_aa..i-m_x,;';d:w\ -

F i /n.«‘#i{‘_i:.‘ . : - , LA
C-tn.ﬁ_i;/



Frances Petschek

899 Morton Street

Ashland OR 97520
Phone: 541-482-3642

June 27, 2002

Bureau of Land Management

Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Rd. @
Medford OR 97504

Attn.: Linda Boody

Dear Ms. Boody:

§ find it alarming that the BLM proposes to log the Zane Grey Roadiess Area and adjacent
forests. It is well known that mature, old growth forests withstand fires much easier than new

growth areas.

Piease reconsider opening this area to roads and logging which often results in land
deterioration during the rainy season and hotter fires during a fire. This is an area that
should be preserved for wildlife {owls, salmon, etc.) Which seed undisturbed habitat. Saving
the Wild and Scenic Rogue River will ensure that future generations ¢an enjoy this beautiful

areg as we can now.

Sincerely yours,



PAUL MOSS
1849 WHITAKER AVENUE
WHITE BEAR LAKE, MN 55111
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To: LYMDA BooDY FROM: BARBARA DEUTSCH
OF: BurREAU OF LAMD MANASEMENT 2 PAGES

DaTE: JuLy 11, 2002

ton Bareay of Land Memaopement
Meriford Districr Office
340 Biddle Foad
Medford, COregon ¥7504

Doar Iynda Boody and others:

As e whose relatives liverd in southern Oregen and revered its wild
hamty,aﬁasasﬂﬂmtufbiﬂlngicalﬁﬂg&nlﬂgimlmiquﬁﬂss#ﬂ
msmlyha;nmtuappraciateﬂ'ﬁfmrﬁﬂuftheﬂngueﬂim:agim, I
callmaﬂlﬂrserapmsihlemﬂ:ep:bﬁ_cﬁ:rtminta;ﬁtynf
these places, o prevent &y logging or road-building in tham, ad o
da-commissicn the meximm of edisting roads, ard comscientiously
rxpa|ir the scological insults from them.

Scientific soxdy and the public will have fixr y=ers mandated fullest
tirtwer asle {apd all roadless arsas). This mEkts gives the M ad
other govermmental eotities a dodble chligabian ©o keep such places,
and the capledby of life that inhahits rhem, imdclate.

The claims that logging reduces the danger of fire hewe keen shown io
he falea: the forests that are safest from wildfive arm thoss that
are neither logged nor cuc by roads,



LGl CAA %43 4D OdLad LoV L] PP s ST TR L,

(D
C‘lf 3
ga.t?::ai ﬂfia:ﬂﬂanagmﬂlt l\,\i{.,'/j

The full caplarent of diversity, inclhxding spacies that are
exiangered at present, depends upon presexvation of undegrarded amd
mdimdmi shed habitat. Give Fast fork Wnisky Crosek the lorgest
aplitude of concern and preservation.

e are neither so poor that we must give Up o natural heritage,
nor so rich that we can afferd to lose it." MO LOGGING, ND ROATS in
wild places.

Yours truly,
Barbeara Deursch

1919 1%th Street
San Framxcisco 94107

(415} &41-7538
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SISKIYOU PROJECT

P.O. Box 220 Cave Junction. Oregon 97523 (541) 592-4459, fax: (541) 592-2653

July 12, 2002

Ron Wenker, District Manager
Medford District

USDI Bureau of Land Management
3040 Biddle Road

Medford, Oregon 97504

Regarding: Kelsey Whisky Draft EIS
Dear Mr. Wenker:

Recommendation: Alternative 4 is clearly the action altemative that best protects the resources of
the Planning Area. However, due to reasons explained in the following text, Siskiyou Project
recommends selection of the “No-action alternative." We are intrigued by the possibility of an
Alternative very similar to Altemative 4 but with modifications such as a 1) the mapping and on-
ground delineation of riparian reserves, 2) a diameter limit to prevent the degradation of late-
successional habitat and the loss of older, fire resistant trees and 3) sugar pine treatments that are
confined to the area within the drip line of the pines. Siskiyou Project would like to engage ina
dialogue with the Medford District to explore such possibilities.

The Planning Area contains many Jand allocations including Matrix lands. The BLM is charged to
manage these lands for, among other outputs, timber production. However, the Agency and the
Decision-maker have considerable discretion and Iatitude as to where and when to log on the Matrix
lands (timber management is a management that necessarily involves long time periods) and
discretion as to the age and size of trees to be logged. After over 50 years of poorly regulated logging
of large and old trees, it is prudent to not log these trees, especially since the same 50 years of fire
suppression has created an abundance of smaller trees.

1. The Preferred Alternative Does Not Meet the Stated Purpose and Need

Two of the stated purposes of the Kelsey Whisky EIS are "to reduce fuel hazard in the planning area
to avoid large losses of valuable resources” and to thin Late Successional Reserves "to reduce risk of
catastrophic stand replacing wildfire, promote retention, and enhance Jate-successional forest habitat
characteristics." Yet the BLM proposes commercial logging (including regeneration cutting!), the
very activity which BLM admits has substantially increased the risk of stand-replacing fire (DEIS,
page 3-11), to achieve the purpose and need. This makes no sense.

1 - Siskiyou Project Comments on Kelsey Whisky DEIS
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The Kelsey Whisky "planning area” contains the 46,646 acre undeveloped (read: unroaded, non-
roaded, roadless), called the "Zane Grey Roadless Area” by thousands of people who value it for its
rodless character. The Zane Grey is the largest undeveloped, non-Wildemess forested area on

BLM lands and is part of the Oregon Wildemess Coalition (OWC) current proposal to legislate
Wilderness in the state.

2. Roadless Area not Adequately Reveaied or Described

The protection of Roadless Areas is a national issue. The Clinton Administration's Roadless Area
protection rule produced record breaking support from millions of citizens. Incredibly, the BLM
devotes only two paragraphs in the entire EIS o the effects of the proposed management actions on
"undeveloped areas.”

When an overlay {developed by OWC) of the Roadless Area is placed over the projects in the
Preferred Altemative, it is evident that they do impact and decreasc the acreage of the Zane Grey
Roadiess Area and are not “minor.”

Moreover, the DEIS did not adequately describe and analyze impacts regarding the Road)ess Issue.
No map of the huge Zane Grey roadless area was produced by BLM. The U. 5. Forest Service has
been mapping and analyzing roadless areas since the early 1970s in response to public interest and
biological and social effects,

There is federal case law which holds that effects of Jogging and road building in large, unroaded
areas gre "significant” under NEPA and must be analyzed and disclosed to the public. The Kelsey
Whisky DEIS is deficient because it does not disclose and anslyze these effects. BLM must produce

& supplemental EIS analyzing the effects of the propesed management actions on the Zane Grey
roadless area.

3, Port Orford Cedar

The DEIS repornts & population of Port Orford Cedar (POC) in the Planning Ares but little
information is included and no map is provided, (p. 3-8). The population in upper Mude Creek is
infected with the root disease P. /ateralis and trees in the “southeast corner of the planning area are
thought to be free of root disease™, (p.3-8)

The paitry amount of analysis on the risk of the root rot being introduced into the planning area and
the effects to the area if it does become infected fall far short of what the Ninth Circuit Court of
Appeals deemed necessary in its recent decision, Kem v, BLM

BI.M must prepare a supplemental EIS analyzing the risks and effects of root rot being introduced
into the planning area. This analysis should address questions such as whether the disease free
population will be impacted in any way by management proposals, whether any of the proposed
activities involve the infected POC area and increasc risk of disease spread, and whether the POC

2 - Niskivou Profect Comments on Kelsey Whisky DEIS
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populations in the Project Ares are at near the northeast extent of the tree’s range (populations near

the edge of distribution can be particularly important regarding genetic adaptations, range expansion
and other factors),

4. Aquatic Habitat, Fish

2 The proposed decisions (DEIS 1-9) are flawed because they identify lands for commercial
logging and vegetation removal (iter 4, maps 4,5,6) without first identifying riparian reserves as
required in the ROD. Before issuing a decision the BLM must provide the public maps of all stream
channels and unstable areas requiring riparian reserves and include a decision in the final EIS
designating these mapped areas as ripartan reserves. Riparian reserves are not shown on Mag 7 as
stated on page 3.3. Map 7 only shows seme stream channels, The DEIS does not illustrate the
extent of riparian reserves to provide opportunity for comment during project planning. RIPARIAN
RESERVES ARE LAND ALLOCATIONS - NOT MERELY BUFFERS FOR TIMBER
MANAGEMENT.

b. The ROD (p. B-24 and C-31) specifically mentions the need 1o incorporate earthflows and
“potentially unstable areas” info riparian reserves. The DEIS failed to explicitly incorporaie
instability mapping as a factor in determining the extent of riparian reserves. Prior to decisions about
vegelation treatments and commercial logging, the BLM must map inner gorges, slump/earthflows
and other unstable areas and then decide where to incorporate them into riparian reserves as required
by the ROD.

The DEIS (p.3-4) states that soils are "moderately erosive and prone to rotational and translational
slides. Many of the smaller basins exhibit multiple erosion channefs, particularly areas prope to
rotational slumping” and "in areas of contact between serpentine and other geologic types in the
Rogue Formation, there is high risk of slope failure." Proposed riparian widths based on tree heights
(IDEIS 2-8) are clearly inadequate because they do not incorporate existing stumps, landslides, and
potentially unstable areas. The DEIS (A-69) states that log units were “inspected for indications of
current and potential slope instability; problem area were eliminated from further consideration or
buffered where appropriate” and the DEIS (p 4-23) erroneously states that Matrix lands include
“lands that may have stope instability a3 a result of their steepniess.” If lands within the ptanning area
are rejected for inclusion as timber sale units or treatment because of instability then it follows that
these lands must be identified as riparian reserves during decision making. The ROD on p. C-30
states that for seasonally flowing or intermittent streams:"[a]t a minimum, the riparian reserves must
include: The extent of unstsble and potentially unstable areas (including earthflows), the stream
charne! and the area extending 1o the top of the inner gorge" (emphasis added). (Note the distinction
between administratively designated unsuitable lands and ROD "unstable” lands. I is not necessary
to demonstrate that lands are ynsuitable for them to be judged ynstable and included as part of a
riparian reserve.) Headwalls which oceur at the beadward tip of class 4 channels, unchanneled
valieys (swales) above class 4 channels, slump/earthflows, and steep slopes adjacent to stream
channels (e.g, inner gorges) may be judged unstable or potentially unstable. Mitigating measures
(such as not crossing headwalls with roads or not including these areas in timber sale units) does not
exempt the BLM from meeting the ROD requirement for including headwalls and ather unstable
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The DEIS describes high erosion risk lands in the planning area but they have ot been mapped.
Soiis mapping alone (DEIS 3-4) does not integrate geomorphic features such as slump-earthflow
terrain of geologic huzards such as inner gorges. In addition the DEIS fails to quantify the acres of
land proposed for logging that are on severe or high erosion risk lands. Prior to decisions about
logging, the BLM must develop erosion risk maps based on geology, landforms, and effects of past
land use. For exemple, prior to identifying timber sale units the Happy Camp District (Klamath
National Forest) developed a map of high erosion risk lands and eliminated themn from the Jefferson
Timber Sele. Once an erosion risk map hes been developed the BLM can properly identify riparian
reserves, reduce erosion risk by reducing activity on high erosion risk lands, and disclose the acres of
high erosion risk lands that will be logged or roaded (including existing roads and haul roads outside
the planning area),

¢ Swales and unchanneled valleys are found immediately upstream and adjacent to class 4
(first order) channels. These areas experience overland flow during winter months and are
susceptible to surface erosion, slumping, and gullying, The DEIS should include sensitive
unchanneled valleys and swales as riparian reserves. Logging and roadbuilding in these areas is likely
to result in erosion and destruction of byporheio areas.

4 The proposed commercial logging and vegetative treatments do not currently demonstrate
compliance with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy &t appropriate stream and watershed scales as
required by the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals’ decision in Pacific Coast Foderation of Fishermen's
Agsocjation v. NMFS 253 F.3d 1137 (9th Cir. 2001) ("PCFFA"). For example, assessing impacts
at the Sth ficld watershed scale {the entire planning area) is inappropriate for determining impects to
coho salmon in the Whisky Creek and Kelsey Creek watersheds.

The ROD states on p. B-10 that "management actions that do not maintain the existing condition (i.c.
high canopy closure in mature stands) or jead to improved conditions in the long term would not
"meet" the intent of the Aquatic Conservation Strategy and thus, should not be implemented.”
Reductions of canopy cover in old growth stands (aiternative I) will not lead to “improved [equatic)
conditions” and are not consistent with the ACS.

e The high densities of the existing road system in portions of the planning area are
jeopardizing existence of salmonids. The current proposal of decommissioning 4-6 pereent (10-14
miles) of the existing 237 road miles is not nearly enough to prevent fish killing erosion during the
next large flood (such as Fanuary I, 1997). Impacts from roads must be analyzed cumulatively in
time and space. Even though the BLM proposas few or no new roads, the impact of existing roads
during the next big flood would not meet ACS objectives, especially in the upper Mule Creek
watershed. The road density criteria must be reducad to some accepiable standard for each Rogue
River tributary that supports coho salmon (Table 3-4) before new commercial logping or new roads
are constructed. More importantly, road segments on unstable lands (currently unidentified as
riparign reserves) or roads within one tree height of streamn channels (DEIS 3-33,Table 3-1) must be
eliminated or engineered to withstand rain-on-snow flood events.
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Before claiming benefits from road removal that are consistent with the ACS, the BLM must first
demonstrate that the roads with the greatest threat for fish in the planning area are indeed being
removed or repaired. It appears that the impetus for road decommissioning, repair, or gating is not
the imminent risk to fish survival byt that the road is not currently needed by the timber program.
Unti} such time that the BLM develops a timetable and a budget for coordinated activities that will
ensure the viability of salmonids in the Kelsey Whisky Planning Area (substantia! road
removal/closures, habitat improvement, habitat and population monitoring), no commersial timber
sales should go forward

f Riparian reserves cannot fully protect streams from mass erosion involving large amounts of
sediment delivered to the stream channel via debris flows or slumps (DEIS p. A-69). Inadequate
identification of riparian reserves on potentially unstable areas prevents attainment of aquatic
conservation objective 5.

g The DEIS does not discuss the trade off between fire hazard reduction and potential for
increased soil erosion that would affect streams and charnels within riparian reserves. Simitarly the
increased tree growth in riparian reserves from thinning has a trade-off of increased soil erosion. A
specific concern is the inadequacy of 25 #t buffers to prevent accelerated soil erosion when
vegetation is removed from steep slopes adjacent to e stream channel. A 25 ft buffer mey be ‘
adequate for flat ground but many treatrnents will be on slopes exceading 30 percent and some will
exceed 70 percent slope. A 25 ft buffer would allow vegetation removal on actively eroding
tillslopes next to & stream where every plant root is needed, Hillslopes greater than 30 percent
should have a 100 A buffer adjacent 1o the stream channel, Most studies show that a 100 ft buffer is
needed to attain measurable enosion reduction.

h. The DELS does not provide quantitative estimates of the percent of soil that would be
damaged in riparian reserves due to hand piling and buming. Depending on the diameter of bumn
piles the amount could be excessive and fail to meet Aquatic Conservation Objectives. A diameter
standard should be established for burn piles and all piles should be at least 50 ft from sweam
channels. Perhaps lop and scatter would be more consistent with ACS objectives than hand piling
and burning,

i Sediment impacts to colw salmor: and other aquatic animals were not analyzed and not
disclosed. Increased risk of erosion from logging on steep lands were not anslyzed or disclosed.
Proposed regeneration logging and road building do not meet ACS objective 5 (DEIS p.A-69).
Impacts 1o fish were not compared for the range of alternatives: alternative 1 has grester impacis than
alternative 4.

The DEIS analyzed impacts to coho salmon at the 5th field (planning area) scale (DEIS 4-22). When
analyzed from the perspective of impecting 5th field watersheds, no individual BLM timber salt.: is
likely 10 have observable cumulative effects, When impact analysis at the 5th field scale results in no
observable impact, smaller spetial scales must be used. Since vegetation removal proposals and road
gysterns are concentrated in the upper portions of 6th and 7th field watersheds where ¢coho salmon
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spawn, lmpacts should also be assessed at these watershed scales. Impacts to each coho population in
Table :"}-4 (DEIS, p.3-4) should be assessed to be consistent with the Ninth Circuit's PCFFA decision,
A particular concern is the existing road system and high density of roads likely to spew fish kiiling
sediment into streams during the next rain-on-snow event. Vulnerability to rain-on-snow events in
each coho salmon tributary should be calculated {DEIS p. 4-4).

The cumulative effects of road building and Jogging are not adequately disclosed because the
baseline for impact comparison (no action alternative) has alrsady been impacted by decades of
logging and roadbuilding {DEIS p. 4-31). Previous logging and rosd building are not tabulated in
Tables 2-1 (DEIS p, 2-20-21). The fisheries analysis napotopriately dismisses the curmulative impact
of dt_mdes of previous logging by using the no action alternative as baseline. Curnulative impacts of
logging at scales larger than individual management units should include the past and expacted
1mpacis from previous logging. In other words, the BLM cannot erase the impacts of previous
logging by continually assessing the incremental impact of new logging without acknowledging the
;ontext for this new logging: an already heavily impacted landscape (upper Kelsey Creek DEIS p. 4-
1)

Proposed logging does not comply with the ESA because the DEIS does not identify a valid

Biojogical Opinion from the National Marine Fisheries Service for threatened coho salmon. The

Ninth Circuit has found previous biological opinions for BLM timber sales to be invalid because they

do not comply with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy. The DEIS (p.4.22) erroneously states that

Edﬁ W action meets terms and conditions of the NMFS LRM/RMP Biologica? Cpinion of
18,1597,

The BLM has failed to analyze and quantify site specific accelerated soil erosion from project
proposals such as regeneration logging and road building, Instead of doing the NEPA, RMP and ESA
required project level, site specific analysis, the DEIS (p. 4-3) inappropriately references a
programmatic EIS (the Medford District 1994 RMP). The 1994 RMP/EES did not disclose site
spexific erosion and sedimentation impacts and speci fically stated that such impacts would be
assessed at the proiect level.

The DELS provides no anelysis or documents to support the statement that "al] harvest units would be
on stable ground as weli as proposed road locations” (DEIS p. 4-4). Natura] erosion risk and risk of
sediment reaching stream channels would be greatly increased on 628 acres of steep lands proposed
for regeneration (clearcut) logging (DEIS p. 2-11). For example, units 1-2, 6-5, 274, 27-3 are on 50-
80 percent slopes within a few hundred feet of perennial or fish bearing streams. The DEIS (A-69)
erroncously states that "[N]ew permanent and temporary roads would not contribute sediment to
sreams because they would be built on ridges and on other stable terrain away from streams.” Mid-
slope road 32-9-13 (Maps 2 end 4} would be extended 0.3 miles on & 40 percent slope and would
cross one stream channel. The new portion of the road is about 900 fi from Kelsey Creek. Mid-slope
roag 32-9-13 crosses numerous drainages and has a high risk of causing mass erosion into Kelsey
Creek. Road 32-9-13 demonstrates the inherent conflict between maximizing timber extraction
(aliernatives ] and 2) and protection of fish habitat from increased sediment as required in ACS
objective 5. Extending this mid-slope roed does not comply with ACS objective 5, Decommissioning
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the entire road would comply with the ACS, but only 0.6 miles of this road is proposed for
decommissioning in alternatives 1 and 2 (DEIS p A-27}.

The DEIS provides no analysis or supporting docurnentation that unmapped riparian reserves will
prevent sediment from reaching streams (DEIS p A-69), Ripanian reserves may reduce the impacts of
accelerated erosion but will not stop all sediment. Similarly, repeated statements of actions that
"minimize" sediment delivery to streams will not stop all erosion and sedimentation from project
proposals, The DEIS must analyzc and truthfidly quantify what the sediment impacts are fikely to be,
especially during & Jarge flood event that is certain to occur in the long-term. Certainly there is less
mdiment risk to fish ﬁ'om altm:anve 4 then altemntm 1, but tl'us is nnt smcd or demonsmted to the

!Jmm_:a This s mntmy tnthe mentof NEPA.

The DEIS has detailed analysis of the proposed projects impacts from future wildfires. For example
a fue} mode! was developed {Appendix 9). But the DEIS didn’t correspondingly analyze the impacts
assocated with floods and resultant erosion. The DEIS did not devalop & sediment modet or assess
increased erosion risk fram proposed projects, especially regeneration logging and road constrotion.
The BLM demonstrates a bias in emphasizing analysis that demonstrate positive impacts (fisels and
fire] while ignoring analysis end modeling that may show adverse impacts (acres of increasad
crosion zisk, tons of sediment delivered 1o stream channels). Catastrophic wild fire appears tobe &
driver for impact analysis (Fire and Fuels DEIS 4-6, Tables 4-1, 4-2). Although floods are certain to
oceur in the jong-temm, analysis of effects of catastropbic floods are missing from the analysis.

I Commercial logging and road building on steep, ercsion prone wermin is certain to have
adverse sediment impacts and merits a "likely to adversely effect" determination for threatened coho
salmon.

k Pacific lamprey {Lampetra tridentata) is declining across its range, including the Roguc
Basin. The DEIS failed to identify Pacific lamprey as a special status vertebrate (DEIS p. A-43),
Pacific lamprey was listed state sensitive in 1993 {OAR 635-044-0130) and given further legal
protected status by the state in 1996 {CAR §35-044-0130). The rare Western brook lamprey
{(Lampetra richardsoni) may also exist in the planning area. Culverts that pass salmonids are ofien
barriers to lamprey because lamprey cannot jump. Culvert replacement may need to consider
lamprey passage if lamprey ammocoetes are detected in stream reaches below the culvert

1. Green sturgeon has been petitioned for federal listing. Green sturgeon may spawn in the
planning area in the ainstem Rogue, Chemical applications and the misuse of fire retardant in the
planning area could be detrimental to sturgeon reproduction,

- ) Survey and Manage Species

The DEIS states that surveys for Special Status and Survey and Manage Species have not been
‘completed. Assurances that "all required sites would be protecied according to established direction
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and protocols” are inadequate for impact analysis and decision making. Surveys should be
completed for Survey and Manage species and the results should be disclosed in the DEIS, analyzed
and mapped. The Public and the Decisionumeker cannot adequately analyze the impacts of
plternatives without the incorporation of Survey and Manage Species locations into the DELS.
Species affected include red tree, Del Norte salamander, chace sideband, Oregon shoulderband,
bluegrey and Pappillose tail-droppers, Oregon megomphix, Cypripedium fasciculatum, Bryoria
tortusa, Dendriscocaulon intricatulum, Platismatialacunose, Pseudocyphellaria rainierensis,
Ramalina thrausta, Usnea longissima and Encalypta brevicolla var. crumiana.

A. Red Tree Voles - The Siskiyou Project requests a map displaying detections of red free voles, as
well as which occupied areas will be protected, and which ones will be logged.

i. Tmpac! analysis of the DEIS is inadequate because a lack of surveys for Special Status and Survey
and Manage Species precludes quantitative impect enalysis required for decision making. How can
site specific impacts to red tree voles be accurstely described if no surveys have been completed?

ii. The DEIS provides for site specific logging of trees (timber sale units and vegetative treatments in
meps 4,5,6) but fails to provide site specific deseriptions of how Special Status and Survey And
Manage Species will be protected. For example, high densities of red tree voles may make some
timber sale units impractical to implement, Jeading to the elimination of prescribed buffers (DEIS 2-
7). Recent reviews of BLM timber seles indicates BLM uses considernble discretion in the
application of protection buffers for red tree voles. Some vole trees get protected and others do not.
The Siskiyou Project and others must be provided timely opportunity to field inspect and commertt
on the effectiveness of profection measures identified for each timber sale unit well before the
decision is signed. Current wording ("Required surveys would be completed for [3pecial Status and
Survey and Manage Species] before a Record of Decision is signed” does not provide & review
period for the public prior to decision making. This is contrary to the NEPA. A supplemental DEIS
or sorne other notification is needed to describe the results of species surveys and explicitly map how

protection measures will be implemented for red tree voles in each timber sale unit or vegetative
freaiment.

B. Del Norte Salamanders - Although Del Norte salamanders are supposedly "widely distributed
across the watershed" (DELS 3-13) and clearcutting {regeneration cutting) will cause adverse impacts
(Survey and Manage FEIS), IMPACTS TO DEL NORTE SALAMANDERS HAVE NOT BEEN
ASSESSED (DEIS 4-15). Since no surveys for Dej Norte salamanders will be conducted, all habitats
must be protected. BLM must jdentify and menage high-priority sites to provide for a reasonable
assurance of species persistence. Until kigh-priority sites an be determined, BLM must manage all
known sites (Survey and Manage ROD p. 11).

The Siskiyou Project requests 2 map indicating a1l known Del Norte salarander sites and high
priority sites for Del Norte Salamanders (DEIS 3-13 and Survey and Manags ROD p. 11). Although
no surveys for the achua! animal are required, talus areas occupied by Del Norte salamanders are
relatively easy to identify. All talus areas suitable as Del Norte salamander habitat should be
jdentified and given protection as recommended in the ROD for survey and manage species {p.40).

R - Siskiyou Protect Comments on Kelsey Whisky DEIS



P LR I

— T

B Lt R

et

JUL—1Z—wl gda o599 & HHEM S kBRIt

Since talus areas wou)d likely have soil constraints for regeneration L gang, frees on talus sites
within regeneration units should be protected.

6. Fuels

Logging on certain sites can increase fuel loading of ground and near ground fuels.

When shaded forest stands are thinned, there is a history of previously suppressed broadleaf species
(tanoak and medrone for example) exhibiting greatly increased growth. This caiises a comesponding
jncrease in ground and near ground fuels. Risk of catastrophic fire can measurably increase from
such thins. Though ladder fuels are reduced, ground fuels from untreated slash and from incressed
broadleaf growth create conditivns that can cause cambium baking Many stand replacement events
are due to cambium baking near ground leve] rather than crown fire,

This impact is substantiated in the DEIS on page 3-11 which states “Partial cuts in the East Fork
Kelsey Cretk and Quail Creek areas have substantially increased the brush component, placing these
areas at greater risk of stand replacement fire. Past clear cutting in the areas of Mule Creek, East
Fork Mule Creek and North Fork Kelsey Creek has created sdditional risk of stand replacement fires
through both brush invasion and new young plantations. This places older forest habitats at a greater
risk to stand replacement fire.” The quote describes conditions in the project area that were created
by pest forest management.

The proposed treatments in the Preferred Altemative (commercial thin, oversiory removal,
commercial density management, regeneration cutting) ars not substantially different from those
Jogging activities (partial cutting, clear cutting) that increased the risk of stand replacement wildfire
historically, therefore the Preferred Alternative will similarly increase that risk. This is important
because 8 Purpose and Noed {page 1+3) is to “reduce fucl hazard in the planning area to avoid large
losses of valuable resources.™ Logging will not only not achieve the Purpose and Need of the ETS, it
largsly work against the Purpose and Need.

Sirmlarly, commercial thinning can convert oak/ madrone forests into brushfields. When madrone
rd oak species are cut, they often send out a flurry of sprouts. In a few scasons, & once well-formed
bole and canopy is replaced with a shrub form of the species. This phenomena is widespread on
BLM lands where fuels management is emphasized. The DEIS does not acknowledge that on some
sites (e.g. ridges and south slopes where mature hardwoods now dominate the cenopy), it may be
best to maintain tree sized madrone and oak (>7* DBH) regardless of spacing to avoid converting an
oak/madrone forest into & oak/madrone brushfield.

7. Connectivity, Fragmentation, 1SR Habitat, Late-Successional Associated Species,
Narthern Spotted Owl

A) Connestivity, Frgmentation, and Late-Successional Habitat

¥ears of logging in the Pacific Northwest have caused a decrease of closed canopy, mature and old
forests. In addition, the remnant paiches of closed canopy, mature andg old forests have, because of
this logging, been isolated. These two factors have created a crigis in our Northwest Forests that hag
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fed to the papulation decline and Endangered and Threatened status of LSOG species. Though fire
suppression is an important impact that has gone hand-in-hand with the logging, liquidation of our
older forests is a primary concern that should be addressed A primary focus of any Purpose and
Need that relates to forest hesith and late successional enhancement should be the retention of
closed-canopy forests and of the mature and older trees in these forests. Qider, fire resistant trees
should be left standing.

The Preferred Altemnative would reduce connectivity, produce sdditional fragmentation, and degrade
habitat for late successional associated species, thus increasing the risk of population declines, The
degradation would occur in the project area but would have adverse ramifications outside of this
area.

The Upper East Kelsey Watershed would, under the Preferred Altemative, receive 217 acres of
regeneration logging (about 6% of the subwatershed and 7% of the fate sucoessional forest).
Similarly, the Meadow Creek Watershed would receive 128 acres of regeneration logging (about 5%
of the subwatershed), These are both currently pristine watersheds that supply excellent connective
and Iate successional habitat, and they will be significantly degraded by the proposed logging.

The way the impacts are escribed {page 4-9) repeats the classic mistake of scale, whereby impacts
are dismissed because they are considered “relatively™ minor at a certain scale but accumulate to
impacts of Iandscape proportion as the localized populations decline and extirpations multiply. This
is exactly was has created the crisis of habitat degradation and fragmentation that now exists. To
describe the effects of regeneration logging of hundreds of acres of closed canopy forest in a critical
cannectivity area as “negligible” (page 4-8) is misguided and may indicate some fundamental
misunderstandings of ecologica principals. Similarly, to defer logging in heavily impacted areas and
begin that same degradation process in nearby, reletively pristine watersheds (page 4-16) and then to
claim only “a minor addition to the impacts on late-successional habitat™ shows a disregard and/ or
misunderstanding of both fagmentation and cumulative effects. The three paragraph discussion of
cumulative effects on late-successional habitat (4-16) is inadequate. Real analysis of this very
important issue is required and without meaningful analysis, neither the Public nor the
Decisionmaker is able to understand the impacts of the Preferred Alternative,

The DEIS (page 4-9) points out that “the effect of regeneration harvest in Alternatives 1 and 2 in the
Umr%thlmmum&mkmmmﬂdmgmwmmmmaybﬂ
some reduction of hebitat use and impedance of movement by late-successional affiliated wildlife.
The effects of these proposed regeneration harvest umits on currently closed-canopy north-facing
slopes would be greater than in other areas because of their strategic location in relation to this LSR
further highlighted by the Southwest LSRA (USDA/USDI) which emphasizes the importance of an
esst-west older forest litk. This connection would be affected by these proposed activities, as weil
because these two watersheds have previously had little o no timber harvest.” Regarding the
degradation of late-successional habitat, the DEIS reveals that “There would stili be substantial
direct adverse effects to late-successional habitat from regeneration harvest in East Fork Kelsey and
Meadow Creck sub-watersheds " (page 4-16)

10 - Siskiyou Projecr Commenis on Kelsey Whisky DEIS
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The DEIS describes the Upper Kelsey watershed as “an arca expected to provide habitat
ponnectivity. Conseguently, habitat removal of 217 acres would not be consistent with the intent of
this slternative, although scale is important to factor in.” (page 4-9) Why is this logging a part of
Alternative 2, the Preferred Alternative, if it is not consistent with the intent of this altemative
tegarding connectivity goals?

In all altematives, non-regeneration cuis such as commercial thins may alse decrease connectivity
and habitat for closed-canopy associated species. The affect of reduction of crown closure varics
from species to species with some species (such as Del Norte salamander) particularly sensitive and
vulnerable. Marking and logging with the intention of retaining 4 certain percent crown closure is an
imperfect science and the effects of blowdown and prescribed fire can further “open up” stands. The
potential for commercial thin units, commercial density managemern units and overstory removal
uhits (as well as regeneration logging units) to cause closed-canopy habitat degradation,
fragmenation, and loss of connectivity wis not adequately described or analyzed in the DEIS.

Due to the habitat degradation described above, species associated with and dependent on closed-
canopy and mature and oider farests will suffer from the logging activities bundled in the Preferned
Alternative. Please refer to Section 3 (Survey and Mange) for 4 listing of some of those species.
Other species that wil be compromised include fisher, pine marter, white-footed vole, beld eagle,
northern goshawk and Bensaniella oregana. Many other plant, fungi, and invertebrate animal
species will also be impacted.

Please remember that the Northwest Forest Plan was designed as a Minimum needed 1o retain
vigbility of Northern spotted owl and other late-successiona! associated species and thus 2s &
Minimum needed to retain ¢ functioning late-successional ecosystemn over the range of the Northem
spotted owl. Meeting minimum requirements is far different from maintaining and providing
optimum (or even “average™) habitat,

B)Northern Spotted Owl

Presently, there are 28 Northern spotted owl “core areas” in the Project Arca, and 13 (46%) of the
areas Fiil 10 meet even the minimum viability requirements. This constitutes a spotted owl crisis for
the planning area. With 46% of the spotted owl pairs in a *non-viable™ habitat situation, the
response should NOT be to decrease the habitat in the Project Area’s stronghold of Nerthern Spotted
Owls even if the BLM believes these core arcas would retain habitat meeting its minimum viability
tequirements. The Preferred Alternative would “remove or degrade a total of 370 ecres of currently
suitable northern spotted owl habitat™. (pg, 4-18) This does not inciude the significant habitat loss
and disturbance impacts associated with the partial cut treatments that are 8 part of the allernative.
The KCNA and Kelsey’s Demise (a strange, sad name for a spotted owl area} spatted owl pairs will
be especially hard hit,

Critical Habital Arcas are designuted under the Endangered Species Act. The Preferred Alternative
would degrade or remove 1,259 acres of suitable owl hebitat most all of which is in CHU-65.
Connectivity is & major problerm when addressing the challenge of Northem spotted owl viability.
This CHU is designed to maintain a link through the Klamath Province berween the Cascade and
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Coast Range Provinces (p4-20) This linkage should be maintained rn; than degraded if we, the
Public, are serious about saving the Northern spotied owl from extinction.

At several places {pg. 4-18, 4-20), the DEIS maintains that there will be 8 benefit 10 late-successional
habitat and thus to spotted owls as the management ectivities will reduce the risk of catastraphic fire
that can eliminate and degrade owl habitat. As explained in these comments under "Fuels” (#6
above), Siskiyou Project maintaing that the management activities of the Preferred Alternative will
substanitially increase the risk of stand replacement fire by opening up stands and increasing ground
fucls as broadieaf understory grows and by creating plantations that aide in the spread of wildfire.

The proposed management activities will have serious adverse impects on the Northemn spotted owl.
The BLM should have waited for the results of consultation with the USFWS regarding these
effects, and disclosed them in the DEIS so the public wouid have had a chance to comment on them.

C) Marbied Murrelet

Marhled Murrelet habitat is found in the Project Area. US Fish & Wildlife Service designated CHU
¥OR-07-F is also in the Project Area. The purpose of the Critical Habitat Unit is to provide habitat
for this ESA Threatened species. No murrelets have been observed in the Project Area and the area
is further from the Ocean (greater than 12 miles) {pg. 3-13). The Project Area is approximutely 28
miles from the Coast. Siskiyou Project wants to point out 3 facts; 1) Mumrelcts have are known 1o
brecd upwards of 35 miles from the Coast, 2) In the nearby South Fork Coquille Drainage/ Siskiyou
National Forest (Hall Ridge), murelet “occupied behavior” has been documented about 25 miles
from the Coast and 3) In the nearby Edk River drainage/ Siskiyou National Forest (Blackberry and
Panther Creeks}, the agency conducted protocol surveys and repeatedly reported absence of
murrelets, but independent surveys conducted in the less accessible streambottoms actually found
occupied behavior and a nest site.

The analysis of ihe Preferred Altemative on Marbled Murrelet habitat and on the CHU is
imsufficient.

g Forestry Related issues

A. Blowdown - The DEIS does not disclose the increased risk of blowdown inherent with thitning
and regeneration logging. The BLM must address the following questions with respect to blowdown:

1. Is blowdown anticipated and desired, inside and outside timber sale units”
. Were the effects of blowdown on adjacent forest stands considerad?
ii. Are there expected to be any adverse environmente} effects resulting from blowdown?

iv. How will blowdown be treated? Will blowdown generate another entry with resultsnt soil and
Wwaler impacts?

B. Sugar pinc trentments — Siskiyou Project supports thinning around old sugar pines. However, the
treatments should be confined to the {approximatety) the dripline of the crown of the sugar pine tree.

12 - Siskiyou Profect Comments on Kelsey Whisky DEIS
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C. Boi] impacts — Seil impacts from logging including compaction an were not adequately
described and adverse impacts from erosion and compaction of s0ils were not adequately analyzed in
the Environmental Consequences section {pgs. 4-3&4).

D.Cumulative effects of decades of logging not illustrated - A map of existing seral stages within the
project erea Is needed. The DEIS is inadequate because it does not show the location of previous
Jogging units and dates they were logged in the watershed nor does it show logging units for recent or
furure sales (Mule timber sale). The maps for various Alternatives give & perception that there has
been no previous logging in the planning area,

F. Number and size of trees proposed for logging not disclosed - At a minimum, the DEIS should
disclose the estimated or actus] nurnber of large trees to be logged in each unit (mature frees 21-3)
inches; old growth trees greater than 32 inches diameter breast high). Impact analysis in the
environmental assessment is inadequate if decisions about the size and mamber of trees to be logged
are nol evident to the public and decisionmaker at the time the FEIS is released. Delaying
determinations of the size and aumber of trees to be logged until after environmental analysis is
written and after a decision has been made is inconsistent with the need for fild disclosure of impacts
before decisions are made (National Environmental Poticy Act). The Siskiyou Project and its
members will be harmed if the BLM does not fully disclose the size and number of trees proposed
for logging in the Kelsey Whisky planning ares before @ decision is made.

Describing impects in terms of board feet may be helpful to a prospective purchaser but is
inadequate in determining ecological and visual impacts. Desoriptions of proposed logging in terms
of t¢e retention may be helpfual in determining compliance with the Northwest Forest Plan Standards
& Guidelines, but such descriptions do not describe the effects of proposed logging in terms of tree
temoval.

G. lmeversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources not disclosed: loss of large dismeter trees
- [f logging includes the removal of a significant number of old growth trees (trees over 32 inches),
this would represent an irreversibie or irefrievable commitment of resources. The DEIS must be
amended to report how many trees over 32 inches DBH will be logged and removed with vanious
alternatives, How docs the oumber of trees over 32 inches DBH to be logeed vary across ali¢matives
and timber sale units? The public and decisionmakers need ta be provided quantitative infermation
about the number of large trees that will be logged. The general, non-specific reference to an
Irreversible and Iretrievable Commitment of Resources {p, 4-31) regarding late-successional habitat
is not sufficient.

0, Noxious Weeds

The Preferred Alternative, through regeneration logging, temporary road construction and road
reconstriction will create conditions conducive te the spread of noxious weeds already found in the
Project Area and increase the risk of contamination of new invasive species. The fact that some
disturbed arcas wil! eventually “close in™ and native vepetation will out-compete native species (pg.
4-31) is only partly true and is in contradiction to most Federal Agency policy which understands the

13 - Siskivou Project Commenis on Kelsey Whisky DEIS



i s i -

——— v = g

———

' s s L e e b

JUL— 1 L=l &% 2H o FI SHEEF R R A

danger in spreading weeds, creating a larger “bank™ of seed and plm@m take advantage of
open landscapes (such as roadsides) and other disturbed aress (logging units aod burned areas). As
such, the Environmental Consequences are glossed over and not adequasely conveyed. Thisis a
serjous probiem regionally, iocally and in the planning area. [t is disappeinting that specific control
measures are 2ot identified in the DEIS and that there are no specific projects in the Preferred
Alternative that treat populations in the Project Area,

16,  Recreation and Economies

The Wild & Scenic Rogue River is a nationally {(even globally) famous destination used by local
eitizens ns well as ourists. It is a mocca for white-water enthusiasts, fishermen, hunters, and hikers.
The River classification through the Planning Area is “Wild” and the Rogue River Trail passes
through the Planning Area. Recreationists vajue the pristine and natural parts of the landscape as
opposed 10 its logging units. Private land owners in the Planning Area value the natural conditions
also, end some plan to use their property to derive income from recreational users,

Though the Preferred Altemative is designed to “hide” its visual impacts frotn the area’s users, there
will be substantial impects and degradation of the recreational resource. In several places,
management sctivities (including Commercial Density Management logging) would take place less
than one mile from the Rogue River. Helicopter logging, chainsaw use, tractor logging, kog truck
trafTic, and other impacts will create noise, dust, and possible visual impacts.

The DEIS docsn’t revesl the impacts of the Preferred Alternative (or other altematives) on this
critical, multimillion dollaz resource. The Reviewing Public and the Decisionmaker is not educated
a9 to the impacts. For example, the reviewers could find no mention of noise in the DEIS. Noise
levels from logging can clearly impact the recreational experience. It is also unclear how the
Preferred Altermative affects the visual resource. That we are told: “implementation of project
design features that do not attract the attantion of the casual observer viewing from key observation
points” are allowed is not good enough More detail is required

The effects on recreation also affect the economy. The Wild & Scenic Rogue generates $13 million
per year for the local sconomy. The infrastructure of this economy relies on the natural values of the

Rogue River - wildlife, fish, water quality, and forests. The Preferred Alternative will degrade these
values.

1.  ACEC and RNA

The DEIS proposes an ACEC with & nested RNA in the East Fork Whiskey Creek. The ACEC
conserves several plant community types including the “largest known block of relatively unentered
forest representing the Douglas fir/ tanoek teries in the Medford District™. {pg.. 3-6) Twao scenarios
for ACEC designation (Preferred Alternative-1,676 acres and Alternative 4 — 2,843 acres). The
Inrger ACEC is cleasly preferable from a research and biological view. The larger area will be mere
Likely to retain the ecological characteristics (more defensible from disturbance events, less effected
by management activities outside the ACEC, etc. } and baseline conditiens which speak to the

14 - Siskiyou Project Comments on Kelsey Whisky DEIS



PN A P

JUL=1 £ KIS Iaa M =mrEF Pl B = ] == L

purposes of RNAs and ACECs. @

12, Wild and Scenic River Act Issnes

Bection 1281 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act directs the BLM to "to protect such rivers in
accordance with the purposes of [the Act].” 16 U.S.C. § 1283{a). The Kelsey Whisky planning
ared is adjacent to the quarter mile boundazy of the Rogue River. As the Ninth Circuit held in

Wildemgss Society v. Tyrrell, logging and other management activity, whether conducted on
land within the river ares’s boundaries or adjacent to the river area, will impact protected values.

The requirements for managing land under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act are specified in
sections 1281 and 1283, As noted above, section 128! directs that:

Each component of the national wild and scenic rivers system
shall be administered in such manner as to protect and
enthance the values which caused it to be included in said
system without, insofar as is consistent therewith, limiting
other uses that do not substantially interfere with public

use and enjoyment of these values. In such administration
primary emphesis shall be given to protecting its esthetic,
seenic, histozic, archeological, and scientific features.

Section 1283 requires that azy federal agency with jurisdiction over lands within o adjacent to a
designated river system "take such action . . . as may be necessary to protest such rivers in
accordence with the purposes of this chapter.” 16 U.8.C. § 1283(s). The provision notes that
"perticular attention shall be given to scheduled timber harvesting . . , which might be contrary 10
the purposes of fthe Act]." Id.

In addition to general requirements designed to ensure that the purposes of the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act are respected, section 1283 specifically requires that federal agencies "cooperate with
the Searetary of the Inlerior and with the appropriate State water pollution control agencies for
the purpose of eliminating or diminishing the polution of waters of the [designated) river.” 16
US.C. §1283(c).

The proposed ectivities presented in the Kelsey Whisky DEIS pose an unaccepiabie risk 1o water
quality, recreation, and fish, primary values of the Rogue River. The effects of the proposed
activities 10 the' Wild end Scenic River values of the river were not adequately analyzed in the DEIS.
Fast management activities have caused severe sedimentation problers in the river, affecting fish,
water quality, and recreation. Many of these problems are ongoing, such as sediment delivery from
existing roads, The DEIS did not evaluate the cumulative impacts of past, present, and foreseeable
activities to on the Wild and Scenic values of the Rogue River.

15 - Suskiyou Project Commenis on Kelsey Whisky DEIS
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In light of pear scientific certainty from the latest team of UN scientists that nans are causing
global warrmng. and the fact that the US gmfc:rmnem is ad'vocatmg credlts fm' carbon sequesh'atmn

13.  Global climate change.

mm.l_o_mmm How mur:.h cubon do t'h: various altcnm\rcs put into the atmusphm and
what does it do (cumulative impact)? "New information"” as defined by NEPA suggests that
altematives in EAs and ElSs recognize 2 carbon sequestration alternative that would retain healthy
trees and reduce or eliminate buming,

Sincerely,

Lori J. Cooper
Staff Anomey

rd K Nawa
staff ccologist

L

) m/ dmain Codper

Executive Director
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Headwaters

To conserve, protect and restors Forest ecas stems, clesn water,
and biological Cili\iﬁrﬁitﬂ in the K]amathf.-fii:jou Boregion.

@)

July 12, 2002

Sherwood Tubman
Ecosysiermn Planner
Glendale Field Office
Mediord BLM

3040 Biddle Road
Madford, Oregon 97504

Dear Ms. Tubman,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment cn the Kelsey Whisky Draft Landscape Management Plan,
Associated Medford Disirict Resource Management Plan Arnendments and Drajft Environmental Impacr
Statement. These comments are submitted for Headwaters.

This EIS is more ¢lear and concise than many of the environmental documents that the BLM submitted in the
last year. We greatly sppreciate the clarity that this docurnent provides. However, we 5iil] have some questions
and concerns about the proposal.

Alternative Four versus No Action

Alternative Four is a very appealing alternative. 'While it Jacks several critical elements that would prevent
Headwaters from exhausting administrative ramedies, it proposes no sew roads and no regenaration cuthng,
New roads and regeneration cutling are two major tripgers for our opposition to many BLM proposals.

We are certainly concerned with the proposed alternative’s improvement of primitive roads. Improving a road
often js as detrimental or worse than building a new road. We are skeptical of many road improvement
proposals when it is clear that road decommissioning is what should be occurring on B1.M land. Using existing
roads and properly maintaining them for proposed activities is a better direction for the BLM to head.

We would like I see a diameter limit included with altemarive four. While it is mere]y a social tool and is not
based in Silvicultize, due to scarcity, the big trees should be left standing in the forest more often than not.
Naturally. this goes against the Medford BLM’s traditional tendency to find vajume by cutting the larpest Lrees.

We would also like to have a more reasonabie opeping size created from the large pine maintenance. A quarter
of an acre is too big. Please consider having the dripline as the linitation for the clearance around the larpe
pines. [t seems that you would want to maintain many of the larger conifers that are growing with the pines and
were established prior to fire suppression. What science does the BLM utilize to justify the quarter acre and
less opening to reduce stress (EIS 2-12)? Please explain a scenario that would require a gnarter acre opening
around a pine to reduce stress.

®

Headwaters PO Box 729 Ashland, OR 97520 « Fhong: 541,/452-4458 + Fax: 341/482-7282 » www headwatcrs.org



These modifications would have us seriously considering alternative four as our recornmendation. However,
without those changes, we are forced to favor the no action alternative for the protection of biclozical integrity
that it provides.

B e eraagtive Twi

Alternative two 19 clearly unacceptable. This altermative proposes regeneration harvest, a process that is counter
to the recommendations for harvest in the Wild Rogue North Watershed Analysis. The WA states “in older
stands, treatments should be conducted to redirce competiap vegetation and ladder fuels, remove accumuiation
of small diameter, dead fuels and improve vigor of existing stands. This could be accomplished in some cases
by removing the imermediate camopy through comarercial thinmng™ (WA pp. 139). Repercration cutting
removes nearly everything,

The WA alse recommends providing connectivity (WA pg. 144). The EIS argues that “the proposed timber
galeg in the northeast portion of the EIS area wontd be modified to provide a hegher level of cmmer:uvnj' for
species assoclaled with late-successional forest habital than would be provided by alternative one™ (EIS pg. 2-
14). While this may be troe, the WA recommends providine for conngctivity in gereral and does nat axk for a
comparisen to an extreme alternative (alternative | in this case) in future proposals. Furthermore, this EIS does
not show that copnectivity will bie malntamed. This cannot be dome Uintil surveys (sirvey and thanade-gee
below) are completed and populations identified.

Survey and Manage

Accarding to'the DEIS, clesrance strrveys hive not béen comipletéd for all Special Staths’ Atid Survey and
Manage Species (pg. X). While it is noble to promise the protection of species if discovered, the surveys should
have bieen cotipleted béfore ndw. Scoping tecurred in 1999 And thie DELS Wis feledsed in 2002, Why dfe the
surveys not complete? How can the BLM adequately disclose all of the impacts. including cumulative impacts
and impsacts to conpectivity, Wwhen the surveys die lcoimplele? How s the piublic supposed to consider the
proposal without complete survey and manage information?

Best Available Sci

When conisidering the best available stierice surrounding fuel hazird redueton and other stientific aspects of
this proposal, what did the 1[) team look at? Did the team consider the spring 2001 issue of Fire Management
Taoday (volume 61-ti6. 2)? This USDA Forest Service publication has ihsightful manapemiant fécoimmendations
for managing fire in arcas without roads. The Kelsey Whisky project area contains areas without roads (Kelsey
Whisky DEIS 1.4.4) and defacto wilderness in the form of the Zane Giey Roadless Area. The
recommendations from the scientists in this USDA publication may or may vot be applicable to the Kelsey
Whisky project. Please distnguish the applicable recommendations from those that are not.

Within the spring 2001 issue of Fire Management Today, Dominick DellaSala and Evan Frost, lacally based
scienhsts, offer An Ecologically Based Strategy For Fire and Fuels Management in National Foresr Roadless
Areas. ln this analysis, DeltaSala and Frost provide numerous citations showing that “Scientists widely agree
that protecting roadless areas on the nationaj Torests from roadbuilding, commercial logging, and other forms of
development will greatly enhance biodiversity aud ecosystem conservation” (pg. 12). The goal of enhancing
hiediversity and ecosystem conservation seems 1o mesh well with the “underlying premise” of the Kelsey
Whisky DEIS alternatives: to maintain, protect or restore, or enhance relevant and important ecological and
biclegical values (Kelsey Whisky EIS pp. Viii).

DcliaSala and Frost also show that broad scicetific assessments continue o conclude that fire hazards are
significantly higher in intensively managed areas. This appears to be applicable to the Kelsey Whisky project
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area and DELS. Please consider these assessments and explain why, if at all, the conclusions frem these studies
are not applicable to the Kelsey Whisky project area

T have enclosed a list of references from the DeliaSala and Frost report. Please explain the applicabitity of the
citied science 10 the Kelsey Whisky proposal. This list is contermnporary and represeals much of the best
available science that the BLM will want to rely on for the Final EIS,

Wilderness
Please consider the impact of the Kelsey Whisky DEIS alternatives on Wildermess. How may each alternative

impact the current wildemness and the potentiat for fature wilderness additions? How will each altemative
impact the portions of the planning area that are in the Wild Rogue Wilderness Area (Kelsey Whisky FIS 3-
28Y? Will the roadbuilding and logging alter the character of the Wild Rogue Wilderness Area, the Zane Grey
roadless area or the varoaded portions not formally within the Zane Grey? NEPA mandates that you disclose

these impacts.

Oregon Wild 2002 is a proposal that includes the Zane Grey Roadless Area and may be introduced this year.
46000 acres is a big area for the EIS to ignare. Please consider the Orepon Wilderness Coalition’s. proposal
and analyze the EIS for impacts 1o the wilderness character of the Zane Grey Roadless Area. If the Siskiyou
National Forest admipisters the Wild Rogue Wilderness, what collaboration has ocewrred between the Forest
Service and the BLM on the Kelsey Whisky proposal?

The DEIS noted potential conflicts with wilderness management guidelines when planning management actions
in areas close to the wilderness boundary (pg. 3-28) What specifically does this refer to? What is the proposed
solution for these conflicts with respect to the Kelsey Whisky proposal?

The Wi cenic Rogue River

The Wild and Scenic Section of the Ropue River is a world class recreation river. As noted in the EIS, the
recreation activities {from boating and fishing have a significant economic effect on local communities (pg. 3-
24). The £1S asserts that the management practices for the Wild and Seenic section of the Rogue River and the.
Wild Rogue Wilderness Area are adequately covered by management plans for those areas (pg. 3-31). What
effect will the F1S alternatives have on the Wild and Scenic values of the river? What proposed activities may
affect the recreation experience? How will chainsaw and equipment noise, road use and traffic and other
associated activities impact the recreation and wild and scenic values?

Area of Critf Vi il Concern

The DEIS proposes an ACEC in the Bast Fork Whiskey Creek. The DEIS proposes either a 1,676 acre ACEC
(Alternative 2) or a 2,843 acres ACEC (alternative 4}. The larger ACEC is the more logical choice from a research
and biological view. The larger area will be more likely to retain the ecolopical characteristcs and baseline
conditions. If you do noi agree with that statement please explain why.

Rovaly onsfructio

Table 5-2 on page xii refers to primitive roads to be improved. The EIS does not define primitive roads. Whatis a
primitive road? According to Bill Yocum, the BLM does not have a defimfion for primitive road (conversation 7-
12-02). Do all of the primitive roads that are to be improved have a pre-existing capital investment? [s the pre-
exisling capilal investrnent a trigger for road designation? Awre all of the primitive roads assigned road sumbers and
files in the BLM system? Of these primitive roads, which ones, if any, are considered trails or jeep roads?

Please hetp educate us on the road definition issue. How do you discern the differenice between roads, primitive
roads, and trails in the project area? The Wild Rogue Watershed Analysis has a different defimition of a trail than
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the FIS. Which is correct? How do you classify different types of ma@aﬁng up the contradiction and
clarifying the complexity around this issue will help the public better understand the BLM proposal. While this
information may exist in BLM documents, it is very helpful that the public be able to examine this EIS and have a
clear understanding without doing extensive rescarch.

ulgtive oL

In the Environmental Consequences section, the DEIS claims that “Direct, indirect and cumulative impacts are
addressed for each resource, use or management action™ (pg. 43}, The EIS provides a discussion on
cumulative impacts with respec( to Late-successional habitat {pg. 4-16 and 4-31) but numerous “resources” and
“manapement actions™ exist that the EIS does not provide cumulative tmpacts apalysis for. What is the
cumuiative impact from other management activities combined with the Kelsey Whisky EIS on soils, water
quality and sediment production, fisheries, bald eagles, and spotted owl] take? What activitics is the State of
Oregon implementing on its land that may be a cumulative impact?

Furthermore, it is imperative that the BLM does not sumply provide a list of acuvines taking place in the area.
“Cumulative impacts are the effects on the enviranment of each altemative when considered with the effects of
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions that might occur inside and outside the project
area” (Kelsey Whisky DEIS pg. 4-3). Listing different projects that have, are. or will be occurring is a nice start
but analysis is necessary for an adeguate cumulative impacts assessment.

The Kelsey Whisky DEIS seems to be missing information on Riparian Reserves. These areas are nor
delineated on the maps. Please provide a map with the locations of the Riparian Reserves and any additional
unstable areas. Why was this not provided initially? The public cannot adequately review this propasal without
having a map dalineating these areas.

Hydrology

Wetlands, Flood plains and Riparian Zopes
If a}l streams except Mule Creek and upper Kelsey Creek are considered to be properly funcrioning, what is the

status of Mule Creek and Kelsey Creek? Furthermore, does the terminology “all streams” include only
perennial or does it include intermittent and ephemeral streams?

Aquatic Conservation Strategy

Please help educate me on the ACS direction 1o minimize peak streamflows (ROD b-9). How does the BLM
interpret “minimize ™

i eserves and unstable areas

Due to the fact that moderately erosive and landslide prone soil occurs in the project area (pg. 3-4), it seems
reasonable to expect those areas to be mapped. Please identify those areas on the map. How much volume is
proposed by logging these areas? Will roadbuilding occur in these 2ones?

Warer Quality and Temperature

The E1$ mentions “some water guality limited streams, due to stream temperatures higher than the standard, but
since the streams are undisturbed, the high water ternperatures are a natural condition and would not be affected
by any of the proposed alternatives” (EIS pg. 3-5). 1t is flawed logic to assume that because the water
temperature is already high on some of these streams that the streams will not be affected by any of the
proposed alternatives. Cannot the temperature increase in these streams? Do the streams contain refuges where



JUL-12 B2 112l FROM:HFAEHRA-AITRS SETHOLE T N Tds T b ' R T oS P =

the temperature is cooler and thus activities could impact the cooler 1-:.-:@“@4 the streams or the body of
water the tributary feeds? Perhaps this is not the case. But it seems reazonable to strive for cooler temperatures
with our land management activilies, We believe this is natural. What streams are limited by high temperature?
[ want to point out that insect and disease epidemics are often “patural” but the BLM aggaressively supports
resisting those epidemics, so why not try to instate measures that will help decrease the temperature of the

slreams?

Conrlusion
While these are Headwaters comments, [ think the greater conservation community would agree with the

follawing statement. We would very much like to come to the table and work with you to modify alternative
four in order to achieve 2 more palatable project (thus, avoiding administrative remedies) while still removing
commercial product from the forest.

Sincerely.

erek Yolkart
Conservation Coordinatar
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Smentmc assessments of Federal lands generally

conclude that previcusly roaded and logged areas

should be the highest priority for fuels reduction
and furest resmramun treatments.
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Wild Rogue Wilderness Additions

Ged

A proposal to protect 46,646 acres in the Medford BLM District

he Zane Grey Roadless Area is about 25
miles northwest of Grants Pass. [t
includes 24 miles of the Wild and Scenic
Rogue River and is cantiguous to the designated Wild
Rogue Wilderness Area just downriver. The Zane Grey
area is named after the famed adventure auther whao

kept 2 cabin on the Rogue near thls area.

Zane Grey is the largest forested BLM roadiess
area in the antire country. Due to its steep slopes and
slevations ranging from 400.3800 feet, dozens of
waterfalls cascade down the scenic canyan walls,
Some of the best rafting In Sauthern Oregonis on the
waters of the Rogus Rlver through the Zane Grey
roadiess arga. On the south side of the river i§ the
Rainy Falls Trail, which ends at the largest waterfalis
an Rogue Hiver proper, a favareite spot to view jumpling
sairmon on their way to spawn. Also found in the Rogue
River are steelhead, coho and chinnok salmon, and
coastal cutthroat trout.

Peregrire falcon, northern spotted owl, bald
eagle, osprey, cougar, bear and Roosevelt elk are all
known ta inhabit the Zang Grey. Since many species

use river corrdors for migration, this area is a key
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"1 heard 3 rustle in the
woods off of the old
road when | looked up
into a tree and saw 3
young bear climbing
the tree. The bear just
stopped and stared at
me. It was a rare
encounter for me to
be that close to such
3 wild critter.”

-Jeff Wetherell,
Wilderness Adopter

I{hma:}.-f;ﬁfi:,ﬁ_. wmm CETE

wildlife corridor between the inland habitat of the
Rogue Valley and coastal forest habltat.

The wild experience of rafting the Rogue River
will never be the same if the adjacent "matrix” land is
logged., The best way to preserve this cutstanding
25-mile stretch of the Rogue is through Wilderness
degignatian.

.-, Rivers
N/ Main Roads

Bl Froposed Witdemess
- Wilderness
Mational Forest Boundary [ "]BLM
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June 12, 2002

Lynda Boody

Field Manager

(Glendale Resource Area
Hureau of Land Management
Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Road

Medford, Oregon 97504

Comments of the Klamath Siskiyou Wildlands Center
On the Kelsey Whisky Timber Sale
Draft Environmental Impact Statement

“Partial cuts in East Fork Kelsey Creek and Quait Creek areas have substantially increased
the brosh component, placing these areas at greater risk of stand replacing fice. Past clear
cuiting in areas of Mulc Creek, East Fork Mule Creek and North Fork Kelsey Creek has
ereated additional risk of stand replacement fire throngh hoth brush invasion and new young
plantations.”

22002, Keltey Whisky DETS at 3-11.

“Those who cannot remember the past are condemned Lo repeat it

1903, The Lifz of Reason, Georgs Santayana

Thank you for accepting these comments on behalt of the Klamath Siskiyou
wildlands Center (KS Wild). We hereby incorporate the comuments of Headwaters,
the Oregon Natural Resources Council {ONRC), the Siskiyou Regional Educational
Project (SREP), and the Northwest Environmental Defense Center (NEDC),

0. Box 102 = Ashiand, Oregon 37520 « 541-488-578% « contact@kswild.org * www.kswild org
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The preferred alternative (2) proposes building 1.9 mil%ﬁ‘lm}"" roads and
logging 9.4 mmbf through 969 acres of commercial “thioning” and 355 actes of
clearculting (regeneration harvesting) within late-successional habitat. The proposal
will degrade 1,259 of critical habitat for the Northern spotted owl. Much of the
proposed logging will increase the risk of catastrophic wildfire by opening the
canopy. creating slash and encouraging brush encroachment. The proposal will also
reduce the ability of the planning area to provide wildlife connectivity that is
important on the provincial scale and vital Lo the attainment of the species viability
objectives contained in the Northwest Forest Plan.

FIRE

The DEIS is replete with references 1o the need “10 reduce the risk ol large wildfires”
and of the danger presented by “unnaturally high fuel loading.” No where is this more
prevalent than in the Purpose and Need (52.0) for the project. The DELS gaes on to
propose prescribed fire treatments and some fuel trestments that will address this
purpose and need for the project. Unfortunately these portions of the DEIS are mere
side-boards to the bulk of the prescriptions which call for the significant reduction of
canopy on 969 acres and the elimination of canopy closure on 355 acres. It is
inconirovertible that the majority of the timber harvesing proposed in the project will
increase ‘he tsk and severity of fire in the planning arca.

Roads are a significant {ire nsk:

Research has shown that 78% of human-caused fires oceurred within 265 feet of a
road. Other studies have estimated that humans cause 90% of wild[ires, and that over
half of those are started from roadsides.

(Noss. Reed E. 1995, The ecological effects of roads or the road to destruction. The
Road Ripper's Handbook. Read Removal lmplementation Project. Missoula, MT.)

Also, the Forest Service Chief testified to the Senate Energy and Natural Resources
Committee that 87% of the areas at high risk of catastrophic fire on the National
Forests are in already roaded areas, while only 13% are found in roadless areas.

1t the BLM is serious about preventing “catastrophic wildfire” instead of constructing
yet more new logging roads, you will begin removing those that alreudy exist. The
DEIS fails o adequately consider and disclose the nexus between logging roads and
wildfires.
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Thinning does not mimic fira:

Thinning treatments may ater fire behavior but, depending on how prescriptions are
applied, will not necessarily result in compositional or structural changes similar to
thase produced by non-lethal and mixed-fire disturbances of native forest ecosystems.
(Hann et al, 1997; Graham et al. 1999).

The proposed “thinning” units comprise 969 acres of the limber sale. This treatment
will open the canopy, resulting in drier conditions, increased presence of brush and
the addition of slash to the planning area. As acknowledged un page 3-7 of the DEIS,
many stands that still have an overstory of older trees, yet have lost some of their
canopy closure, have developed an understory of dense hrush thickets. [t appeurs that
the BLM is attempting to purposely create this stand composition in both the malnx
and LSR thinning units.

Clearcutting (Regeneration Harvest) increases fire risk:

The authors of the DEIS go out of their way to discredit the “no-action” alternative by
repeatedly contending that the no-action ulterative somehow creates or increases the
visk of catastraphic wildfire. Yet the snvironmental consequences section of the
dacument is strangely silent in disclosing the impacis of clearcutting on fire behavior.
The BLM eould learn from the effects of past timber harvest in the planning area on
fire risk and behavior. As stated on page 3-11 of the DEIS:

“Partial cuts in East Fork Kelsey Creek and Quail Creek areas have
substandally increased the brush compoaent, placing these areas at greater
risk of stand replacing fire, Past clear cutting in areas of Muie Creek, East
Fork Mule Creek and North Fork Kelsey Creek has created additiona! risk of
stand replacement fire through both brush invasion and new young

plantations.”

Purthermore, the commercial logging proposed in the project will generate fine slash
that fuels hot fires and wil! remove large, fire-resistant trees. The DEIS fails to
harmonize these impacts with the alleged desire of the BLM 16 reduce the risk of

catastrophic fire.

As stated on page 4-6 of the DEIS:

“Regeneration harvest units would see an increase of 20-15 tons per acre,
and would be represented by a stush fuel model 12. These units would
exhibit even higher rates of spread and flame lengths than the thinning

units."”

F3
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Fire suppression and the ratural range of variability: y-§

The DEIS bemoans the forest health problems resulting from “decades of fire
suppression” {DEIS at 2-5 and 3-10) while stating the BLM's intention te continue
with a policy of encouraging ODF to “take immediate action to control and suppress
all fires.” If there ever was an expmple of circular reasoning, this is it

No serious atternpt (s made in the DEIS to determine if the decades of fire
suppression have pushed the watershed outside of its natural range of variability. It
appears that effective fire suppression was not obtained until “after world war two”
(DEIS at 3-9) and that many Douglas-fir old growth stands in the planning area have
experienced recent and natural “light underburns in the past several decades.” DEIS
ar 3-7,

hanarthalaoo tho BRLAS ancumia ootk saabide.. . el DL bennda b B Y Clvanem aznd ily
hundreds of acres; while (2} pursving a doomed palicy of total fire suppression; in
order ta (3) protect the forest from fire. Please disclose the lilerature and research that
has led you to this curicns policy of fire managerment.

SURVAY AND MANAGE SPECIES

Currently the Kelsey-Whisky planning area is home to many survey and manage
species including Del Norte salamanders, Mollusks, Red Tree voles, Fungi,
Bryophytes and Lichens. It appears that the BLM prepared unit layouts and released
the DELS to the public for comment before compleung the required surveys for these
species. How can the public provide site-specific comments, and how can the BLM
accurately assess the environmental impacts ol the preject, when we do not even
know the location and frequency of survey and manage species?

It appears that the BLM intends to rely on the illegal 2001 ROD Amending the
Northwest Forest Plan Survey and Manage Standards and Guidelines much as you
relied on the illegal agency memos in 1999 in an attempt to shirk your duty to look
for survey and manage species. While the BLM has made it clear that it intends to
provide late-successional species with the minimum habitat that the law requires, and
liquidate the maximum level of late-successional hahitat thac the law allows, reliance
on the 2001 ROD fails to meet even the basic requirements for protection Jate-
successional associated species. We look forward to the day when the BLM protects
Jate-successional associated species of its own free will rather than as a result of a
lawsuil.

P4
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Del Norte Salamanders

Why have only “limited"” surveys been compieted? What will the site-specific
impacts of broadcast burning be on Del Norte Salamanders? Does the BLM intend to
respect Del Norte Salamander buffers or are you planning on logging within them?
What provisions are being made for dispersal of Del None Salamanders into currently
unoccupied talus slopes?

Red tree voles

The EIS does net describe the RTV survey methods. In mature and tate-seral habitat
like that found in the planning area, the BLM is encouraged by the RTV survey
protocol to climb trees increase the likelihood of finding all the RTV nests. The EIS is
inadequate because it does not say how the surveys were conducted, so the pubic and
the decision-maker have na way of knowing the likely effectiveness of the RTV
SUrvCys.

The EIS is inadequate because it does not describe whether or how uctive RTV
nests were protected, or the extent of RTV sites that were discovered.

Other S&M species

Is the BLM poing 10 dis¢lose the site-specific impacts ol the Kelsey-Whisky timber
sale on the species illegally dropped from pre-disturbance surveys (or dropped from
the program entirely) by the 2001 ROD? For instance, you know the planning area
contains rare “survey and manage” fungi ussociated with iate-successional forests, yel
you appear to wish 10 remain ignorant as to their location and frequency in the
proposed harvest units.

SPOTTED OWL CRITICAL HABITAT

KS Wild strongly objects to logging late successional foresi in a spotted owl Criticul
Habitat Unit. The affected CHU OR-65 (and OR-67 to a lesser extent) 1s an essential
east-west habilat link between the Coast Range, the Klamath Province Mountains and
the Cascade Mountain Range. As deseribed in the 1992 designation of eritical habitat,
critical habitat is intended to contribute 1o the recovery and eventual delisting of the
owl. Repeneralion harvest (clearcutting) of critical habital will prevent these forasts
[rom fulfilling their designated role in the owl recovery. It is especially disappointing
that the BLM i proposing to trash 1,259 acres of this CHU because it serves as an
“inter-provisional link" that is essential [or preventing the isolation of NSO
populations in the Cascades. Klamaths and the Coast Range.
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The DEIS contends (without justification or citation) that impmﬂ@ acres will
not “adversely modify” the CHU because it “only” degrades 2% of the CHU. This
conclusion is clearly baseless. The BLM fails to justify its conclusions and fails to
informn the reader or decision maker of its plans for the remaining matrix acreage in
the CHU. The BLM also fails to reveal the ability of existing LSRs (which you are
Ulegally using as a surrogate for existing critical habitar) to provide the inter-
provisional connectivity values associated with OR-65 and OR-67.

AQUATIC CONSERVATION STRATEGY OBJECTIVES

The BLM is proposing to repeat practices that it knows have degraded the watershed
in the past. The Mule Creek and Upper Kelsey Creek are currently “'not properly
functioning™ due “to higher road densities and past timber harvesi.” DEIS 3-4. Hence

it 1s inexplicable that the BLM would propose y&t more new roading and regencration
harvesting in the planning area and contend that these practices will maintamn or
restore the objectives of the ACS.

ACSD 1.

In attempting to explain how degrading over 1,200 acres of late-successional habitat
in a regionally important connectivity commidor (and in Northern spotted owl critical
habirat) will maintain ACSO 1 the BLM states:

*The griginal selection of proposed units considered the lurpe scale
distribution of habitats and connectivity af the watershed scale.
Relatively isolated older stands, old partal cuts and young stands in need
of thinning comprise the large majority of potential harvest units,”™ DELS
A-67

In addition to being patently false, this statement does not relieve the BLM of its duty

~ to ensure distribution, diversity and complexity of species and communities uniquely

adapted to the planning area. Simply contending that you could have developed a
timber sale that had larger impacts does not change the fact that this proposal will
clearly inhibit attainment of ACS0 1.

In addition te degrading 1,259 acres of habitat critical 1o the recovery of the Northern
spotted owl, the destruction of 217 acres in the headwaters of Upper Kelsey Creek
and the liquidation of 119 acres in the headwaters Meadow Creek will intubit
atrainment of ACSO 1.

P&
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As stated on page 4-9 of the DEIS: @

“The most extensive regeneration harvest in alternative 2 would oceur in
Upper East Kelsey subwatershed, with 2 removal of 217 acres. This
would include units #31-1. 6-2, 6-3, 6-4, 7-1, 35-1, 1-1, and 12-1. These
units occur in the area expected to provide for connectivity.
Consequently hahitat removal of 217 acres would not be consistent with
the inten! of this alternative, although scale is also important ID.faJctnr
in...[a}dverse effects from 217 acres of proposed regeneration harvest
would be substantial af the subwaershed level.”

And on 4-10 regarding the Meadow Creek subwartershed:

“Regeneration harvest may impede some movement of late-
successionally affiliated species between older forest patches ™

And on 4-9:

“The effects of these proposed regeneration harvest (sic) on currently
¢losed-canopy north-facing slopes would be greater than in other areas
because of their strategic location in relation o this LSR, further
highlighted by the Southwesr Oregon LSR A which emphasizes the
impartance of an sast-west plder forest link. This connection would be
affected by these proposed activities, as well as because these two
subwatersheds have previously had little or no limber harvest.”

Based on these impacis, we suspect that the BLM specialist who prepared the ACS
consistency review was simply not familiar with the actual harvest proposals in the
DEIS when they contended that “isolated older stands, old partial cuts and young
stands in need of thinning comprise the large majority of potential harvest units.” The
proposed regeneration ueits are within intact ancient forests providing regionally
important connectivity values for wildlife.

ACSG 2

As with ACSO 1, the proposed Upper East Kelsey Creek and Meadow Creek units
will nol maintain or restore spatial and temporal conneclivity between watersheds.

ACSO 3.
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Flease justify your cenclusory statement that blading 17 to 27 miles of lo! g roads

will resull in merely “negligible, short-term effect[s] and would not impede recovery
of the streams’ historic sediment regimes.” DEIS A-68

ACS0 4:

Your analysis of the potential impacts of wildfire on sediment delivery is shockingly
biased. You only examine the tmpacts of “forest heslth” and fuels reduction on fire
behaviar. The impacls of regeneration harvesting, slash creation, open forest canopies
and the remaval of large fire-resistant trees also have impacts on fire risk and fire
behavior.

ACS0 5

Your peak-flow analysis relies on post-project mitigation measures rather than
avoiding practices know to increase peak tlows. Constructing logging roads and
landings, and clearcuiting large swaths of forest, is widely known to increase peak
flows. Your contention that 30-year old tree farms are 100% hydrologicalty recovered
ignores the important functions that down woody debris, uncompacted soils, and a
multi-level canopy play in moderating peak flow events.

ACSO 8

The public cannot pravide sile-specific comments and the decision maker cannot
make an informed decision regarding ACSO 8 The DEIS fails Lo disclose the
location, size, or yarding systems associated with proposed commercial density
management harvest within so-called Riparian “Reserves.”

ACEO

Apain, the ACS analysis is simply wrong in contending that “large blocks of
unentered habitat were avoided in designing this project.” See our comments on
ACS0 |. The “adverse, localized effects on populations™ will not maintain or restore
hubitat as required by ACS0 9. Furthermore, the destruction of regionally importan(
connectivity corridors between LSRs and CHUSs has the potential 1o inhibit attainment
of ACSQO 9 on a regivnal scale.

Cohor
The DEIS contends that ACS compliance will meet the needs of listed Coho Salmon.

Unforunately the project will not maintain or restore many of the objectives of the
ACS and hence is not likely 1o meet the needs of listed fish species. Furthermore,
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impacts to Coho were only analyzed at the 5™ field scale. The ;EIS must address
potential impacts at the level of 6" and 7" field watersheds. Additionally, the DBIS
must examine both short and long term impacts to these watersheds.

Road Reconstruction:

The increased use of reconstructed roads will also greatly increase erosion and
sediment delivery. Reid and Dunne 1984; Potyondy, et al. 1993, Heavily used
graveled roads contribute 130 times the amount of fine-grained sediment as
abandoned roads. Reid and Dunne, 1984, Even though the project will increase
traffic on many roads in and cut of the project area, the DEIS fails to disclose which
roads will have increased use, and then fails to analyze and disclose the tmpacts of the
increased use on erosion and sediment delivery,

General Comments on the DEIS

Given the lack of site-specific information included in the DEIS it is very difficult for
the public to provide site-specific comrnents. We offer these general comments for
your consideration.

e The 46,646 acre Zane Grey roadless areu is the largest forested roadicss area
manzaged by the BLM. Evidently the BLM did not find this worthy of mention in
the DEIS. In fact the only mention of the unigue roadless valucs presentin the
planning area is & grudging reference to scoping comments received from the
public requesting protection for this iast-best BLM roadless forest. Whiie the
“timber-first™ culture in BLM may not recognize or place value on the existence
of roadless forested areas, you have a doty to respond 1o scoping comiments
requesting an alternative that protects (and discloses) the roadless character of the
planning area.

¢ The DEIS inexplicably rejects the requesis received during the scoping process
for protection of the roadless values of Zane Grey as “represeni[ing] a larger
scope of activity than had originally been envisioned...” DEIS 2-4. This
nonsensical response to the reasonable scoping requests to avoid lopging in the
Zane Grey makes a mockery of the scoping process.

s It appears the ID-team did not include a soil scientist. Tt also appears that the
BLM's only soil data comes from an order 3 recon survey at the landscape soil
mapping project level. Please note that the Josephine County landscape soil data
is useful for timber classifications but does not contain site-specific information
regarding scil classifications, soil assaciations, or soil types. Is there a soils report

3
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in the supporting documents of the EIS file? Has a BLM soil scientist visited the
stands targeted for harvest in the planning area?

It appears that category 1 “closed” roads in the planning area are actuaily
experiencing signittcant ORV use that is not addressed in the DEIS.

The BL.M failed to address Port Orford Cedar (and associated rOoL-Tot) iSsues as
required by Kern v. United States Bureau of Land Management, 284 F.3d 1062
{4th Cir. 2002,

It appears the reproduction in existing clearcuts (regeneration harvests) in the
planning area is spotty with large patches of brush and invasives. This is not
uddressed in the DEIS.

Page 1-3 of the DEIS seems to snggest that the proposed ACEC could “replace”
an existing heritage ceil. Where is the cell that may be replaced?

The DEIS offers no justification, rationale or analysis for the [,200 acre
difference in the size of the ACEC between alternatives 2 and 4. How will the
1,200 acre difference affect attainment of the “setting objectives” delineated on
A-5T?

Page 1-5 of the DEIS contends that the impacts to late-successional habitat will
only result in “short term (10-20 years) impacts.” No analysis, justification or
citatinn is given to substantiate this highly suspect contention.

While the Watershed Analysis identifies connectivity between the Fish
Hook/Galice LSR and the Galesville LSR as a concern {Wild Rogue North WA
page 139) the DEIS explicitly logs stands thar would address this alleged
“concern” for connectvity.

Page 1-7 of the DEIS introduces the possibility of commercial logging for
hiomass energy generation with absolutely no analysis or disclosure of impacts or
issues surrounding this practice.

The BLM considered (bul eliminated) an alternative that wouid have allepedly
“enhanced” LSR. function by adding some ridge-top forests to existing LSRs.
What aspects of existing LSRs require enhancement? We suspect conhectivity
between LSRs is the feature that wounld have been enhanced by this change.

It Is not acceptable, or iegal, to log near, or yard over, historic trails as proposed in

the DEIS.

Fig
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We commend the BLM for your alleged concermn for Pine mortality in the
planning area. We trust that this alleged concern will result in you halling the
practice of total fire suppression that is resnlting in the dense stands and Pine
stress that you describe in the DEIS, |

The proposals to log up to 329 acres within the LSR to attain alleged "forest
heulth™ benefits makes no menton of the yarding or hauling systems that will be
used to facilitate this commercial logging. The public cannot provide site-specific
comments about the yarding and hauling systems, nor cun the decision maker
make an informed decision as to their impacts, because they are simply not
disclosed in the DEIS. Does the BLM contend that yarding and hauling in the
L3R will somehow help attain late-successional characteristics?

The Watershed Analysis and the Kelsey Whisky DEIS indicate that portions of
the planning area are below RMP and NFP standards for snags and down woody
material. This deficiency is in large part due to previous harvest and salvage
activities authorized by the BLM. 1t is our understunding that the proposed
harvest activities will continue to cause a loss of natural snags in the planning
area. This is particularly toubling for the hundreds of acres of LSR and RR areas
targeted for commercial harvest. It is quite likely that many of the standinyg snags
that are providing current actas) habitat for cavity nesting species {as opposed to
future speculative habitat from artificial “snag creation™) will be felled as part of
the harvest operation. Felling snags in LSRs and RRs in order 1o facilitate
commercial logging will result in violations of the RMP and NFP and is
anlithetical to the very purpose of these so-called “reserves.”

As stated on 4-14 of the DEIS regarding large downed wood “regeneration
harvesls and comumercial thins would further reduce and adversely impact this
important struetural characteristic for many wildlife species.” And despite
miligation, “the net effect would still be below the leve] described in the latest
standards.” While this is lroubling for the martrix stands in the planning {(which are
currently providing essential connectivity for species dependent on large down
wood) it is clearly unacceptable in the many LLSR and RR commercial thinning
units. Please abide by the requirements of the NFP and RMP for providing snags

and down woad.

We urge the BLM 1o close logging roads 33-9-11 and 32-7-19.3 in arder 10
Profecl unique TESOUrcS values.

Fl1
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As stated on page 138 of the WA, “Due te high road n upper Mule
Creek and East Fork Kelsey Creek, efforts should be made to reduce open rood
densitics in the watershed through decommissioning, barriceding and gating.”

Your cumulative effects/impacts analysis on page 4-16 and 4-31 is conclusary
and undocumented. Furthermore, the cumulative effects/fimpacts analysis is
limited to a discussion of late-successional habital. No attempt is made
examine or disclose the cemulatuve effects on hydrology, soils or fire behavior.

The discussion of suitable Northern spotted owl habitat on 4-17 contains the same
biused, misleading and incomplete frels discussion found in many other sections
of the DEIS. It raizes the bogey-man of catastrophic fire “resulting” from the no-
action allernative. However it contains no discussion of the effects of regeneration
harvesting and commercial thinning on fuel loadings.

Page 4-18 contends that leaving a 60% canopy closure will “not degrade suitable
northern spotted owl habitat to a non-suitable condition.” No literature or
documentation is offered to support this highly questionable assertion. No
discussion or anabysis is offered regarding the acteal use of recently thinned
stands by NSOs. Furthermore table 4-9 reveals that commercial thinning wild
indeed degrade 649 acres of ow] habitat in CHU #OR-63.

Why did the BLM not “consult™ under the ESA for populations of Rogue River
Stone Crop {sedum moranii).

The BLM contends that iogging, yarding and hauling activities will have no effect
on recreation within the Rogue National Wild and Scenic River corridor or on the
two Back Country Byways within the planning area. DEIS at 4-27. No analysis or
documentation is offered to support this surprising claim. Please explain how the
hauling of thousands of log truck loads of timber will have no effecr on recreation
within the Wild and Scenic cermidor and on the Back Country Byways. In direct
contrast with the conclusions of the DEIS, the WA states that “Timbet
managemenl has potential conflicts with recreational users, including visual
impacts and timber hauling. WA at 142

The “economic profile” contained in the DEIS acknowledges that 25,000 visitors
a year enjoy the Wild and Scenic Rogue River resulting in approximately 513
million dollars flowing into local economies armually. DELS 3-24. No attempt 18
made 10 examine or disclose the impacts of timber cutting, yarding and hauling on
the recreation-dependent businesses in Galice. Agness, Grants Pass and Gold
Beach.

F1z
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The habitat destruction proposed in the DEIS may e the BLM's duty to
avoid pushing species towards listing under the ESA.

The DEIS fails to disclose potential impacts of the project on a number of species
of interest to both the BLM and the general public. No attempt is made to analyze
or disciose impacts on many survey and fnanage, special status veriebrates,
special status invertebrates, and neotropical migratory birds that are known or
suspected in the planning area.

The WA states that “Stand regeneration will be more difficull due to the canopy
retentjon levels required for habitat protection measures and because of the
restrictions in prescribed burning eperations. Alternate treatment prescriptions
should be considered that allow for habitat protection...” Rather than develop
alternate treatment prescriptions, the DEIS proposes 628 acres of regeneration in
critical habitat and within a regionally significant wildlife connectivity corridor.

We urge the BLM 10 begin the long process of rebuilding public trust in your ability

to

manage forests for their ecological, hydrological and recreational values, Clearly

the Kelsey-Whisky planning area is a unique and irreplaceabie landscape that ean

Pr

ovide far more value to the public as an intact forest ecosystem than as yet another

BLM fiber plantation.

Sincerel
_,,.fg._-?-‘yé

George Sexto
Conservation Director
Klamath Siskiyou Wildlands Center

F12
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July 9, 2002

BLM

Attn. Linda Boody

Medford Distnct Office

3040 Biddle Road @
Medford, OR 97504

To Mediord Distnict Office BLM:

I 'am a concerned citizen writing you of the Kelsey-Whiskey timber sale. I have kept up
on the logging proposal and have a few comments of my own.

I do not approve of clearcutting 1,324 acres and constructing 1.9 miles of logging roads
in the Zane Grey Roadless Area and in adjacent old-growth forest. I do not believe
logging this spectacular forested area will save it from fire as the BLM and The Draft
Environmental Statement (DEIS) claims.

I have worked as a seasonal firefighter in the past and have observed that logging does
not take the place of fire as a means of preventing hot, fast fires. If anything, logging
makes the fire situation worse because fire is suppressed in favor of logging,
Kegeneration cutting {clearcutting) of older forest increases fire hazard because of the
dcbris left. Having worked out in the woods a lot, [ believe it is better to have small,
conirol burns in the spring when the area’s moisture content is high. There should be no
cutting of big old trees.

The DEIS acknowledges the unigue habitat values of the East Fork Whiskey Cresk
watershed. The BLM should designate the largest proposed Area of Critical
Environmental Concemn (ACEC) to preserve the habitat values of the East Fork Whiskey,
The East Fork Winiskey Creek is critical spotted ow] habitat. Spotted owls and other
wildlife, such as the Southern Oregon Coho salmon, cannot tolerale anymere habitat
destruction. Because of such intolerance, by native wildlife, the East Fork Whiskey
ACEC should include the full 2 844 acres.

In very much would like to see the Zane Grey Wildemness left just that, wilderness. It is
an island of biodiversity in a range of monoculture logging on public land. Logging the
area is only a short-term economic gain. 1 will point out the 10.4 miles of road
decommuissioning proposed in the DEIS “preferred alter native™ is a good start but sheuid
be increased.

g%c; for taking the time to read my comments,

S99 WW Sycamore Ave
Corvallis, OR 97330




1131 North Main
Ashiand, OR 97520

Burem of Land Mansgement
Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Jwad

Medford, OR 97504

Lear Lynda;

[ have lived cn the land by Marial since 1980, On July 3, Sherwood Tubman, Jits Brimile and I
traveled (o Marial 1o lock al, ussess, and come up with recommendations for the propose vegelation
treatment bordering my land. My land comprises 160 acres. 120 acres in the South East gquarter of section
2, T328, R10W, and 40 acres in section 11, The proposed work designated 2-18 borders my land oo two
sides. The propesed work 2-3 bordors the 4 acres on 3 sides and 120 acres on 1 side,

First, 1 want to thank you and Sherwood and Jim for taking the dme and putting the EneTEyY out to
come out with me 1 the land, Sherwood and Jim were beautifal in theit openness, wisdom, COMpassion,
and generosity of knowledge and spirit.

Some years ago, when roadwurk was being done, and trees and brush were heing cut, I was
driving by and notice a fir burning through the forest, Just notth of the Marial Road and the southern horder
of my 120 acres parcei. 1 jumped out of the truck and attacked the fre with 3 fire extingnisher that 1 had,
and then with & shovel. T pounded away at the flames fir about an hour before 2 passershy saw me and
stepped and together we continue ancther hour, A large area had been burned, thankfully we just got it
under control. There was no supervising from any agency 1o oversee and satepuard the safety of the firest
and the land. That same day, after leaving this upper bank of the road under the 120 acres, | saw that more
fire had bumed wmattended below the road on the northem part of the eastern border ofthe 40 acres.
jumped down and put out the remaining areas that were still burning there, Then 1 drove up and down (he
toad to set if there were any other fires that needed tending.

If the other people and [ had not come along, to fight these unaitended fire when we did, the fire
could have spread and destroyed the habitat and lives of the whole mountain. ‘This experience left 4 deep
and indelible mark on nry consciousness,

5o, when Sherwood and Jim and [ made the journey (o the land on July 3, 2002 and [ was told dat
the proposed plan fir the removal of trush and small trees also entailed injriz) butning of piles and then
further nsming of larger areas a few years later, 1 was very concem, [ am concerned first, that the burnings
of the piles, and worst stil), the “drip line burning” of the larger areas zn cause fires that will 13 run out of
control 2} sear and girdic and Kl sime ress, according te Jim. There is« lot of old growth in the arca,



[ am therefore proposing an altermative plan for the fielt in section Z and section 11, 2-

18 ont both side alung my driveway, leading from the Marial Road into the 120 acres., The land is almost
flaz. [ would very much appreciate in the interest of safety and health of the forest, propose thar:

1)

2}

Instead of piling :nd turning, or just burning with drip line, the undergrowth, that instead a chipper
cautd be brought in. and the vast majarity of the trush along the driveway could be chipped and just to
right back to fecding the forest, without the danger of fire destruction to the forest,

Jim Brimble, Sherwood and [ saw clearly thal on both side of the driveway, brush and small irees
could be chipped, and further beyond the driveway in 2-11, a chipper could be brought into the Forest
as an alternative to culting and burning,

i1t the areas heyond where chipping is not as easy, Jim mentioned that just piling comid be an alternative

that could be used instead of burning. I concr with Jim. T would very much appreciate and srongly request

that in: 2-18 (here be no burning, just cuniing, chipping and piling will do the joh more safely, Not only for
the forest’s health and safity, but also for the two homestcad oo the 120 acres, one om the 105 acres and one
on the 15 scres could e endangered bun also anether hamestead on another 48 aes below Big Meadow,
as well as the Big Meadow homestead and my lower 40 acres could all be af risk if a fire 2ot ouat of cottral.

In addition, there are year round waterways through this arca of 2-113. The fael used to burmn the
fire can seep into the grownd and destroy and polhue the waterways, poison the wild life, and flow into
the wild and scenic Rouge River,

For all these reasons, [ strongly recommend and request that an area 2-18, cutting, chipping, and
piling be used wherever possible. No burning,

In the proposed pine conversion of 2-3: 13 first [ want to commend ¥OU O IFying o convert (he pine
forest 1o a fir forest. Tt would have been better to plant fir trees in the tirst place, hecaysa they are more
appropridte 10 the nalural ecology of the mountain side. However, opening some areas to fir and other
mixed growth now is 4 positive step. The pines suck up more water and have contributed (o the
demising water supply for the creeks supplying the 40 acres and the river.

The 40 aeres is feed by six year round creeks. Thesc creeks supply drinking water and irrigation
water tor everyone living and working on and vislting the 40 acres in section 11, There are tnany
people who live, work, @nd visit the 40 acres and 120 seres and all (he land arounil, It is of ghsolute
ntmost importance that the guality of the water fot be tainted, poisoned, or destroyed by the proposed
wixl,

Therefore, 1 strongly recommend and request that the areas both above the Marial Road a5 well as

below the Marial Road not have sy burning, down with drip line, The drip ling ¢an Teave figl to enter
into the ground water and destroy the integrity and purity of the water. Mot only the wildlife, but also
the drinking and irrigation water of all the people who live, work and visit the land would be effected.,

It is not a necessily to use fuel (0 burn the debwis from indergrowth that is cut. Again, cutting and
piling are sufficient. ‘The dangers, both fire and waler polhution are o gret. It s nod necessary o gel
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rid ot ATl undergrosath, Partcularly those areas that are in drain that teed into walerways, The yse of
fuel o s fire should be avoided,

‘There are two live creeks on the lower part of the road 32-5-31 and three or more below the Marial
Remd and above the 40 that need to be spared the eonsequences of fouling and poisoning by el
seepiige imo the ground water table,

"Thamk you very much for your comcer, care, compassion, an help in protccting and
admitistrating these lnds for the good of the land and the people wha live, love, work, and wisit these
land.

5
Jonmathan Lavann
(541) 488-4664
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Lynda L. Boody, Field Manager
Glendale Resource Ares
Bureau of Land Management
Medford District Office

3040 Biddle Road

Medford, Or. 97504

Re: Kelsey Whiskey Draft Iandscape Management Plan

Dear Ms. Boody:

POLK COLNTY CORRTHOAUSE | |

OF 0 & C COUNTIES

July 10, 2002

@9
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15003) Br2-a00

MISEPH B MILLER, PUB REL
10 3R STREET ME.
VWASHINGTON, O 2000
(20 Sdis-H681

As you know, the Association of O & C Counties is made up of counties in Western

QOregon within which Jie a special category of BLM-managed timberlands know as the Oregon
and California Grant Lands (“O & C Lands™), as well as other federal timberlands. The O & C
I.ands are dedicated by federal law to the production of tlimber for the purpose of supporting
local communities. The purpose of the Association of O & C Counties is to cooperate with the
managing agencies in the development of policies for the management of these lands and to
work with members of the Oregon Congressional Delegation in matters concerning national
legistation and administration of federal laws affecting the O & C lands.

The Association believes the above noted plan fails to adequately consider the
socioeconomic impacts on communities. This failure, in part, is due to the lack of monitoring
social and economic changes 10 counties induced by the Northwest Forest Plan. The ROD for
the Northwest Forest Plan requires menitoring of social and economic changes associated with
federal forest managenent, but the managing agencies have failed to adequately comply with
this requirement.

iinder 52.0 Purpose and Need and 84.2 Alternative 2 (Preferred Alternative) reference is
made to “a plant group [that] has been found to fill a heretofore unfilled plant cell in the Oregon
Heritage Plan™ and the creation of an “Area of Critical Environmental Concern 1o protect
Tanoak/Douglas fir/ Salal/Evergreen Huckleberry plant group which is not currently under the
Oregon Natural Heritage Plan.™ The BLM does not have statutory authority to create reserves on
O & C timbetlands. or otherwise limit management on the O & C timberlands, to maintain
persistence of plant or animal species to the exclusion ot limitation of timber production where



the specics in question are not listed as threatened or endangered under t; Endangered Species
Act. The creation of temporary or permanent reserves around sites or habitat of such species to
exclude or limit timber production violates the O & C Act, is an abuse of discretion and in excess
of statutory authority.

Also under 82.0 Purpose and Need, the plan neglects to note that while FLPMA directs
BLM to manage public domain Jands on the basis of multiple use, in the event of conflict with or
inconsistency between FLPMA and the O & C Act, the O & C Act shall prevail. Unjike other
lands subject to management pursuant to TLPMA, the O&C Act has been fudicially determined
to require management of the O&C lands for the dominant use of timber production. It is legally
incorrect to say that the multiple use mandate of FLPMA applies to the O&C lands.

Between 1953 and 1983 the O & C Counties voluntarily returned one-third of their
statutory revenue entitlernent to be plowed back into management of the O & C lands, These
plow back funds have helped pay for reforestation, read construction and Taintenance,
carmpgrounds and recreational facilities and other improvements to the lands. The Association s
sensitive to the issue of road decommissioning and creation of any type of temporary or
permanent reserves because of the capital investments the counties made in the past. For this
reason the Preferred Alternative $4.2 and Akernative $4.3 are not acceptable to the Association
of O & C Counties. Alternative 1 seems to best suit the Association’s policy so ft is with
reluctance we encourage the selection of Alternative 1 for the Kelsey Whiskey Landscape
Management Plan.

Thank you fer the opportunity to comment on this drafl plan and we look forward 1o
working with you on other projects en O & C and public domain lands on the Medford district.

Sincerely,
e
Rocky McVay

Executive Ditector
Assn, OF O & C Counties



July 9, 2002
At Lynda Boody
Bureau of Land Management

Medford District Office -.
3040 Biddle Rd.

Medford, OR 97504

—a,

Dear Ms. Boody,

The Zane Grey roadless complex is a remarkably wild and rugged forest amid an ocean of
clearcuts along the Wild & Scenic Rogue, the largest intact forested roadless area
managed by BLM. This area provides irreplaceable habitat for rare species of wildlife,
Tirnber planners in the Glendale Resource Area are proposing to build roads and to log
over a thousand acres within this roadless area and in adjacent old-growth and mature
forests, an area that includes critical spotted owl habitat, They are proposing clearcutting
hundreds of acres. One of the stated aims is to protect the area from wildfire, but it's clear
that mature forest does much better in fires.

The Zane Grey Roadless Area should be left alone: No roads and no logging.

The BLM should stop logging critical spotied ow! habitat,

Clearcutting of older forests increases fire hazards.

The East Fork Whisky Creek ACEC should include the full 2,844 acres.

The 10.4 miles of road decommissioning proposed in the DEIS "preferred alternative” is a
good start, but should be increased.

Yours truly,

-7< T / (.__J_LJE__.,:‘__ rs G\

Lance Bisaccia
PO Box 579
Ashland, OR 97520



SISKIYOU CHAPTER
Native Plant Society of Oregon

| SALVE LA SLETETY OF CRESON Dedicated fo the enjayment, camergan'ﬂn, armd viudy
oF Cregon's native vegetation

9 July 2002

Bureau of Land Management
Medlord Dhstrict Office
3040 Biddie Road

Medford, OR 97504

Aun: Lynda Boody

Re: Kelsey-Whiskey Timber Salc

[ am writing on behalf the Siskiyou Chapter of the Native Plant Society of Oregon with
over 100 members in southwestern Oregon. The Native Plant Society of Oregon is
dedicated to the enjoyment, conservation and study of Oregon's native vegetation. We
hike in the Siskiyous and wilderness areas of southern Oregon, study native plants, Enjoy
changing seasons, wildlife, and the remotencss.

In spite of roadless policy, destructive projects continue on federal lands in Southern
Cregon. Logging on roadless areas threatens plant life, endangered fish and wildlife,
recreation opportunities, and scenic values.

We strongly support preserving the Zane Grey Roadless Area, one of the largest intact
roadless areas on BLM land. This area and adjacent old-growth forests provide intact
habitat for numerous species of vertebrates and plant life and maintain the forest gene
pool.

(Nd growth stands are NOT particularly susceptible to fire because of decreased
understory vegetation and thicker bark and higher canopies.

We urge BLM 1o designate the East Fork Whiskey Creek watershed as an ACEC to
preserve habitat,

Darlene Southworth, Censervation Chair
Siskiyou Chapter, Native Plant Society of Oregon
E66 Blaine St

Ashland, OR 97520
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Bradley H. Boyden

4762 SW Martha Street, Portland, OR 97223
Phone: 5G3-245-2805 Fax: 503-245-2875
Email: dutchenryiaol.com

Ms. Linda Boody

Field Manaper

(ilendale Resource Area

The Bureau of Land Management
Medford District Office

3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

July 9, 2002
Dear Linda,

We (Frank Boyden, [an Boyden, and Bradley Boyden) would like to thank you for taking time from
your busy schedule to meet us at the Dutch Henry Homestead on July 1, 2002, Please extend our
thanks also to Dennis and Sherwood for their time and constructive contributions at the meeting. With
this letter, we wish to both summarize the topics addressed in our meeting and express our thoughts and
desires concerning the Kelsey/Whiskey Creeks EIS and proposed actions.

We commend you for the hard work and preparation of what we consider to be a thorough, well
thought, and constructive Environmental Impact Statement outlining the four alternatives in proposal
for management of these adjacent large tritutary drainages of the Rogue River in the vicinity of our
property. It is evident that the BLM is making a concerted effori to take many factors and issues into
consideration when charged with responsible management of these areas. We are most impressed with
the sensitivity expressed with regard to resource, wildlife, and systems issues, primarily from an
ecological perspective. We approve the proposed measures relating to wildfire suppression and fuels
reduction in the area, and we will support the government in this capacity regardless of which akernate
proposal 15 tnplemented. We recognize the real need for this sort of resource management, and we are
aware, 1o some extent, of the impact of propesed action and also the inherent risks of serious,
catastrophic wildfires should no action be taken.

Obviously, our greatest concern rests with the immediate impact that the understory burn, proposed in
all three “action™ alternatives, adjacent to our property along its entire northern boundary and east of
the road which connects our property to the Dutch Henry Road (BLM Road #32-7-19.3), will have on a
variety of factors associated with our property, the road itself, and most importantly, on the Wilderness

Writing Residercy program which we have in place on our property. Our concerns may be

sumemnarized as follows:

1. It is our hope that the propesed burn will not significantly compromise the principles upon which
the Wilderness Writing Residency has been founded and is presently being conducted: that the
resident (if present on the property at the time of the proposed bum) will not be placed in any
danger, that the resident’s “wilderness” experience along with advertised and nceded “solitude” will
not be significantly compromised, and that the action will not significantly impact the guality of the
experience that the writer (and fiture writers) has (have) been assured.

2. We are very concerned about the possibility that the proposed burn could get out of contrel and
destroy our property, its infrastructure, its present beauty, and the writer’s program which we have
worked very hard to establish. Related to this issue for us is the fact that we are not presently able



to acquire fire insurance or coverage of any sort (at reasonable mst! for our property, and we would
expect the government to assume full responsibility for complete recovery at full current
{replacement level) value for any ard all Dutch Henry Homestead infrastructure which might be
damaged or destroyed as a result of the proposed understory burn getting out of control.

. We are deeply concerned about the impact of the activity associated with the burn on the 2-mile

section of road which commects our property to BLM Road #32-7-19.3. It is this section of the road
which we have maintained as a condition of our Scenic Easement. In addition to the routine
maintenance as required by the Scenic Easement, we have gone to considerable expense to
significantly improve that section of the road with the addition of approximately one mile of rock.
(It was noted in the meeting that we were not particularly happy about having to pay the
government for permits to transport the rock over government roads in order 10 improve a
government road!) We would expect that the government would make a responsible effort to return
that section of road to its preseni (if not better than present), excellent condition following the burn
activity. In addition (and as an aside), we would like the BLM to place the Dutch Henry Road
(BLM Road #32-7-19.3) between its junction with the Whiskey Creek Road (BLM Road #33-8-26)
and the point at which gur road joins the Dutch Heary Read on a more regular and up-graded
maintenance schedule,

. It was noted, in response to many of our questions, that a document, with full detail describing the
extent, extant, and impact of all burn methods, logistics, proposed dates, size of crew, crew needs,
equipment, recovery, etc. would be written regarding this burn in particular and made available to
us well in advance of the proposed burn.  “Full Details to Follow!™ In regard to this aspect, we
offer our property (to whatever extent possible given the terrain and needs) to be made available as
a staging area for crew and equipment on the condition that all proper procedure for sanitation,
clean-up, and impact, etc. be exercised. In essence, we recognize the “inevitability” that this “burn”
will occur {we would, however, like to discuss alternative methods if any are possible), and we
woukld like to offer our full cooperation.

. A related issue for us, applying to the period during which the bum is to occur, as welt as at all
other times, is the concern we have repeatedly expressed regarding unauthorized trespass on our
property by government officials. The latest incidents involving the ‘Mollusk Study® scientists are
a case in point. At ali times, we fully expect any government official wishing to enter our property
to provide us sufficieni and timely notification of intended visit(s), and this must inchide all
pertinent informatien regarding the identity of the visitor(s), the date(s) of intended wvisit(s), the
purpose{s) of the visit{s), and if possible, the license plate number(s) of the vehicle{s) used by the
visitor{s). Unfortunately, past events have led us to our present stance on this issue. We need to
mnake it abundantly clear that we are (on an annual basis) host to guest writers on our property, and
that these people may be male or female, young or old, in residence as single individuals or as
couples, and that they must never be placed in a position of fear or authority in having to contemnd
with government officials who have not followed correct and required protocol to acquire
permission to enter our property. This is a great concern for us. We do not wish this in any way to
deter government cofficials from using our property for a variety ef purposes including scientific
study, river or area access, and/or for fire prevention or management. We are and have been in full
support of scientific research by government officials in this area in the past. We have also been in
full support of entry by other government officials at other times for other purposes as well.

. We are somewhat concerned but mostly interested in the relationship (if any) between the proposed
understory burn and the BLM Scenic Easement Agreement associated with our property. We urge
you to familiarize yourself with this document and identify any ramifications ot connections
associated with the proposed actions in the area including the proposed understory burn adjacent to
our property. In addition, we are very interested to learn about the availability of povernment
assistance through grants for management of fuels on our property. Please send us appropriate




information regarding this opportunity. We would be very interesturdmaﬂng {in time or
method) fuels management activity (through government assistance) on our property with the
praposed bum,

7. We are extremely interested in Alternate Proposal #4 in which it is proposed that a government gate
be placed across BLM Road #32-7-19.3 (Dutch Henry Road) on our side of and close to its jurtion
with BLM Read #33-8-26 (Whiskey Creek Road). While we understand that such a pate would
inherently limit public access to the arcas between this proposed gate and our immediate area (some
7 miles oy so of BLM Road #32-7-19.3) for multiple use purposes, we have had and continue to
have serious concerns about public access to this area. Present public access to the immedijate areas
in proximity to our property greatly increases risks associated with fire potential in the area, as well
as irespass en our property (with attendant possibility of vandalistn, crime, and danger to residents
and ourselves). As you are aware, open fire pits with associated trash are visible at various points
along the road, and recent activities associated with crime {abandoned and burned-out vehicle;
marijuana garden and federal intervention in immediate proximity to our property} have occurred,
all within the proposed closed section. We have proposed (in past conversations with David Reed)
just such a gate as a solution te the attendant problems and risks, and we would applaud and support
this particular aspect of Alternate Proposal #4. We are interested in the reasoning from your (the
government’s) perspective which led to the placement of a proposed gate at a specific location
across BLM Road #32-7-19.3 as identified in Alternate Proposal #4. In addition, should any of the
other proposed alternatives be implemented. we would lke to see a pate (placed in the same
location as proposed in Alternate Proposal #4 across BLM Road #32-7-19.3) added to these other
proposed alternatives for the reasons we have identified above. In other words, we are greatly in
favor of the placement of a government gate (with multiple lock system) across B[,M Road #32-7-
19.3 on our side of its junction with BLM Road #33-8-26, regardless of which Alternate Proposal is
accepted and implemented.

8. We are aware that the fuels management, fire suppression, timber harvest, and habitat augmentation
activities proposed for our immediate vicinity {(along BLM Road #32-7-19.3 between its junction
with BLM Road #33-8-26 and our road) will have shori-term negative impacts with regard to the
beauty of the area and that the proposed actions will bring significant activity in the form of
operations, people, crews, machinery, etc. to the area, thus compromising the short-term
‘wilderness’ status of the area. We are also aware that the longer-term effects of the proposed
actions will include an improvement of wildlife habitat and ecosystem health along with reduced
risks associated with the potential for catasirophic wildfires. We believe these longer-term, positive
benefits greatly outweigh the short-term, negative impacts, and therefore, we are in support of any
of the proposed alternatives. In fact, we are in favor of the government taking a more proactive
systerns approach {n general) to the management of these areas now and into the deep fiture,
therefore, we would prefer any of the three ‘action’ proposals (#s1, 2, and 4) over the “no action'
proposal (#3).

We wish for you to enter this letter inte the formal record as our official response to the proposed
management plan for the Kelsey/Whiskey Creeks area draft EIS as prepared by the BLM. Thank you
for your consideration of these matiers as they pertain to our interests as property owners within the
designated area.

Sincerely,

Fnodly A Byl

Bradley . Boyden {for Frank Boyden and Ian Boyden)
Copies to: Frank D. Boyden, [an H. Boyden, Margery D. Boyden



1650C Kellenbeck Avenue
Grants Pass, OR 97527

Tuly 8, 2002 -

Bureau of Land Management
Medford Distnct Office
3040 Buddlc Road

Medlord, OR 97504

Diear Lynda Boody.

[ am wniting o in regard to the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale that threatens to clear-cut ancient forests and
punch logging roads into the pristine Zane Grey roadless area. This arca 15 home to the rare species such
as the Northern Spotted Owl, Fisher, Southern Oregon Coho salmon, bald ¢agle, Tailed frog, Del Norte
salamander and Northwestern pond turtle. Wildhife depends on the older forests and cannot tolerate more
habitat destruction. No roads or logging should be allowed in the Zang Grey roadless area. Regeneration
cutting of older forgsts increases fiee hazards. The East Fork Whisky Creek ACEC should include the
full 2844 acres.  Also the 10,4 miles of road decommissioning proposed in the DEIS “preferred
aligrnative™ is a good start, but shonld be increased to 138 miles.

Pleasc protect the Zane Grey roadless area from logging for all the reasons listed above. Thank vou for
your time.

Sincerely,

Vaadlic £ A/ﬁ% /‘/Z//

Vasiliki P. Kelly Paut L. Kelly, It



July 5, 2002

Attention: Lynda Boody
Bureau of Land Management
Meaford District Office

3040 Biddie Road
Medford, OR 87304

RE: Kelsay-Whiskey timber sale and Zane Grey roadless area
Dear Ms. Boody:

Please reconsider plans to liquidate forests in the imeplaceable Zane Grey roadiess
area by logging the Kelsey-Whiskey timber sale.

For one thing, now is a bad time profit-wise to selt logs, but o consider deleting
pracious, never-to-be-recovered ancient forest during times of depressed log prices is
uncanscionable.

Once again, we ask you to stop cutting old growth and mature native forests. Please
make no more new tree plantations. We must do with what we already have.

We are locking at a great increase in population very soon. Water will be a large issue
very soon, if not already in your community and ours. Over-logging forests is counter
productive. Not only are we wilting 1o sell off the last, but while we remove it, we
increase landslide danger and the desertification of Oregon by removing Oxygen
producing forests.

Times have changed. New demands on our resources require adaptation and creativity.
We want you to no longer use clearcutting methods by any name. Instead, use thinning
methods to conserve the last of our treasure and protect stream banks. Please quit
managing our water sources so shortsightedly. We appreciate the good you try 1o do,
but your main goal is clear. And that goal is obvicus and clearly stated, you are here not
to manage the lands for the general population and scientifically scund forest health
principles, but for the few who profit from timber disposal.

We object to the cavalier freatment of our headwaters and aquifers. We are wasting
finite resources while spreading noxious weeds. YWhat a trade-offt No thanks. And
please here don't mention the use of herbicides fo quell the spread of invasive species.
Herbicides and pesticides are the other reasons most rivers and streams in Oregon are
degraded and being further degraded throughout the Northwest.

We should also refrain from any further logging in spotted owl critical hatitat. At the fast
rate of denuding that has been ocecurring due to both private and govarnment practices,
whole groups of species will scon be wiped out that we knaw very littlle about. We do
commend you for road decommissioning that is also a part of this project and ask that
you consider closing a few more.



The Kelsey-Whiskey timber sale logs very near to the Wild and Scenic portion of the
Rogue River. It is one of our family's very favorite places in the world. We love floating
down the Rogue through the Wild and Scenic section and up farther.

The Rogue already has other problems and does not need further insult. We are aware
of the problematic Almeda mine which is right across from one of cur family’s favorite
campgrounds, the Almeda campground. We are very much in favor of the mine's clean
up as it is cozing this very minute and detericrating the very beautiful river on which so
much life depends on for its survival. Nct only do fish and other aguatic life flourish here,
but birds, foxes and other wildlife, and s0 do people. The people, who live in and around
Galice and from as far away as Grants Pass, drive to work in Galice and in the
recreation business. While we're eliminating trees, we're also eliminating the very
resources that will be predictably scarce in the future: drinkable water and flourishing
ecosystems. White we eliminate habitat there also goes jobs and cnce atiractive places
to live and recreate.

We live in Roseburg but often come down to float on the Rogue in our non-motorized
drift boat. It is truly a beautiful and wondrous place, a virtua! wildlife extravaganza all on
its very own with some help and hindrance from people. Let us find ways to be helpful te
the River and its health and not make decisions that hinder restoration and increased
numbers of fish for the increasing numbers of pecple who are fiocking here to enjoy
sublimely beautiful southermn Cragon.

Qur water is our gold mine of today and tomorrow.

Thank you for taking tha time fo read these comments and {0 censidar them seriously.
Sincerely, . _

Gerald & Robin Wisdom é ¢ ' = A _
1260 Arcadia Drive

Roseburg, Oregon 87470
541-672-6982
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OREGON CHAPTER StERRA CLUB

Subiet::t Commaents fnr Kﬂisey Whisky timber sale.
T-402 ’

Lynda Bnody

Hureau of Land Management S @
Medfard District Office . _

A04¢ Biddle Road o _ :
Medford, OR 975804

with all ihe hype surrounding the fires in our National Forests, | think it is very important to
remember that scientific studies have proven that-roadless, mature and old-growth forests are

‘mare Fre-reslstant thar ferests that have been logged, readed and man&ged "

As you are well aware, the Zane Grey Roadless Area is the largest readless area inthe nadicnon - -
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) iands. It is a beautiful, wild forest haven for rare and .

endangered species suwmoundad by a sea of clearcuts.  The proposed "Kelsey Whisky™ timber
sale would log 1,324 acyes of forest along tha Wild and Scenic Rogue River; pinely moads.imo -

_roadiess areas, and reganeration g (aka cear-cut) 355 acrés of mature.and old-growth forest. -

Logglng this area will orly increase the chances of fire!
Please consider the.fuiluwing' |

* Tha Zane Grey Ruadlass Area shoutd be prute-::tad no ruadbulldmg {emparary ar pennanent}
and no loggingl .

- * The Keisey-Whisky sale woulkl degr&da 1 259 geres of Novthern Spotted Owl habitat. The

habitat of owts and other sensitive species should be protectad, nat logged! -

* The East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Griticat Erwlmnmemal Cﬂﬂmm {ACEC) shoutd inciude the
full 2,844 acres -

* The logging of old-growth and malura forasts deﬁmys hahnal while rrmmasmg fires rigk - no
mm‘e nativedeki-growth iﬂgglngl . _ .

Please cancel the Kelsey Whisky timber sale and phasa kéep me up to date on all -
decisions made regarding this sale and the Zane Grey Roadless Area. -

Sincerely,

Donald Fontenot
Chair, Tillameok Committee
Oregon Chapter Sierra Club-

2230 SE Qak St.

Portiand, Or.97214-1636 0 (ﬂ/ M
503232.0272 - Ove

 Till inforest.co

One Eatth, One Chance
Princed on 100% Past- Consurn:r Paper - Soy Based Inks - Secondarily Chlorine Free



McKENZIE FLYFISHERS @

1.

PO, BOX 10865 - EUGENE, DREGON  87440-28585

July 5, 2002 TO ENCQURAGE FLYFISHING
AS AMETHOD OF ANGLING
Lynda Boody

Bureau of Land Manapement
Medford Office

3040 Biddie Road

Medford, OR 97504

Dear Ms, Boody:

On behalf of The McKenzie Flyfishers, a fishing and conservation organization of
approximately 140 members in the Eugene-Springfield area, [ write urging the
protecton of the Zane Grey rcadless area along the Rogue from roadbuilding ang

logging.

Many years ago, Zane Grey wrote a famous and prophetic defense of the Rogue,
one of his favorite fishing rivers in the entire world, from logging, degradation
and development. He rightly saw the river and its watershed as a priceless
resource. The Zane Grey area should be left alone to protect the spotted owl and
other rare species habitat and the water quality upon which the river’s coho and
other salmon, as well as its trout and steelhead, depend. The Rogue is, and has long
been, one of our favorite fishing rivers. Ir needs and deserves the highest level
of protecton for its recreational, environmental, and fisheries values.

We urge no roads and no lepping as the right response o the proposed Kelsey-
Whiskey timber sale.

Sincerely,

Glen A, Love
Conservation Co-chair
McKenzie Flyfishers
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FAX

BoIn
To: Sherweod Tubman From: Jeanne Vinton &661 ??F,;)
N |'1' l.]:",:
CC: Represantative DeFazio :_fb * ,_

Fax Number: 541-618-2400 Date: July 10, 2002 M oap
Business: Medford BLM Tetal Na. of Pages: 1 % F?gcb‘.?fved
4 r - .
Re: KELSEY WHISKY DRAFT LANDSCAPE MANAGEMENT PLAN Ta Meﬁ;g:ﬂ%TM J*c".:.‘
'V:T-h &7

Qs;?':- :EJ’

[ear b Tubman,

The Kelsey Whisky area includes the Zane Grey roadless area, which lies on the periphery of the designated Wild and
Scenic Rogue River for 26 miles. The Zane Grey is also contiguous with the Wild and Scerye Rogue Wildemess Area to
the northwest.

"The Zane Grey has important wildemess values:
= Tt acts ag a link from inland habitat to coastal habitat.

= [t contains waterfalls, pools, talus slopes, a rare stonecrop, northem spotted owls, northern bald cagles, osprey,
cougars, boars, and Roosevelt elk.

= Itisan important area for migrating anadromeus fish
* Itisa prized recreational area.

An editonial in the Mail Tnbune states:
The lower Rogue turns brown with sediment after a big minstorm, while the Illinois, which flows through
roadless areas, remams comparatively clear. Designating the Zane Grey Wildemess would protect the Rogue
from [urther degradation, and help efforts to restore fish runs.

Your landscape management plan should sef aside the ZG for complete protection.

The preferred alternative #2 would degrade the forest too much. Of the action alternatives, #4 scems to be the least
harmfid for the following weasons:

= Desipnates the largest number of ACEC acres for the East Fork Whiskey Creek subwatershed
= Closes the most miles of road

= Includes MO clearcutting (repen harvest)

Sincerely,

95&“‘:": L UJ‘.'I"'I_I_QT‘I

Joanme Vinton
205 Berntzen Road
Fugene, OR 97402
541-684-0039

P S. Congressman DeFazio, please work to protect the Zane Grey Roadless Area as wildemess.
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July 3, 2002

Bureau of Land Management @
Medford District Office

3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

Attn: Lynda Boody

Re: Kelsey-Whisky Timber Sale

Dear Ms. Boody,

I am writing to object to the proposed timber sale in the Kelsey-Whiskey area.
Although I live in California, I do hike in Oregon and have some familiarity with
the area. The proposed sale would remove some ancient-growth trees, damage
spotted owl habitat, increase fire hazard, and encroach on the Zane Grey
roadless area. We owe it to future generations to save this kind of country for
them; there is precious litte of it left.

Sincerely,

J%{ B,

Clifford E. Anderson
1408 |La Séerra Dr.
Sacramento, CA 95864



Jul 10 02 ll:08Ba p-1

Gary & Christine Pellett k
2550 Old Military Rd., Central Point, Oregon 07502
Tel. 541 772 9153 Fax: 541 245 0503 Email: v
To: Ms. Lynda Boody,
Bureau of Land Management
Medford District Offee @
3040 Biddle Road

Medford, DR 87504

Date: Juiy 9, 2002
Fax number: LD \.‘% =800 Pages (including cover): 4
Re: Ancient Forests and Roadless Areas of Wild Rogue River Targeted by BLM.

Dear Ms. Boody,
1 manage a small business here in 8. Oregon and my wife and all my friends spend a considerable

time outdoors. Specifically, we raft the lower Rogue River with groups 2 - 3 umes per year.
The proposed area is adjacent to the lovely Wild and Scenic Section of the Rogue!! We have
hiked up the Kelsey Creck a number of imes.

To our surprise and horror, we just learned that logging is planned within the Zane Grey
Roadless Area and in adjacent old-growth and mature forests along the Rogue River.

It is contended that we must log the forest in order to save it. However, the latest scieatific
research shows that during fires, older roadless forests are most likely to experience low intensity
burns, while young tree plantations in highly roaded watersheds tend to burn het and fast.

While these proposed activities will be detrimental ta the Wild Rogue, the DELS acknowledged
the unigue habitat values of the East Fork Whisky Creek sub-watershed. We encourage the BLM
to designate the largest proposed section an Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) 1a
preserve these habitat valucs.

. The Zane Grey roadless area should be left alone - no roads, ne logging!!

. The BLM should cease logging Northern Spotted Owl Critical Habitat. Wildlife that
depend on vlder forests can't tolerate more habitat destruction.

. Regeneration cutting of older forests increases fire hazards, especially in Southern

Oregon. No logging of big, ancient trees.
- The East Fork Whisky Creek ACEC Ancient Forests should include the full 2,844 acres.
- The 10.4 miles of road decommissioning proposed in the DEIS “preferred alternative™ is
a good start but should be increased to 13.8 miles.
. The Zane Grey Roadless Area should be prescrved as Wilderness.

Thank you for your cooperation. @S\ igcere]y, (Gary and Chris Pellgtt i; ,-
—

[
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C. SMITH

P.0. Box 3302
Jacksonville, OR 97530

(541) 846-1300 Phone/Fax

LY 2

DATE

SUBJECT

SIGNED Z/"‘I/M

[ PLEASE REPLY [ NO REPLY NECESSARY






P. O. Box 1471
Port Orforg, Oregon97465
July 3, 2002

Bureau of Land Management

Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Road

Medford, Cregon 97504

Aftn: Lynda Boody
Dear Ms. Boody:
The Kelsey-Whisky timber sale on the Rogue River must not happer. The wild Rogue
River and its environs is a treasure. We need to preserve the large forested roadless area
of the Zane Grey region for people of the present, the animals, birds and fish which call it
home atd the people and wild creatures of the future.
The Zane Grey Roadless Area should be lefi alone, with no roads and no logging.

The BLM should cease logging spotted owl critical habitat. Salmon are also affected by
logging.

Logging roads contribute to waler runoff and other erosion. Present unused roads should
be¢ decommissioned and no more roads built in this area.

Please consider the imeplaceable benefits of this forest.
Yes, I do hike and have hiked the Rogue from Grave Creek to Foster Bar. Even if | never
go there again, 1 want to know that some wildemess 15 there for the wild creatures and the

humans whe need it—as wilderness.

Very truly yours,
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July 1, 2002

Randall E Hartrnan
21718 Marjorie Ave. @
Tormance, CA

Lynda Boody

Bureau of Land Management

Medford District Office

3040 Biddic Road

Medford, OR 97504

RE: Kelsoy-Whisky Timber Sak:

Dear Ms Boody:

1 strongly bedieve that the BLM is wrong in its assertion that this timber noeds to be cut ir order to
save it frown fire. That is ludicrous. 1 cannot agree to the logging of any ancient forest in this area,
or logging in roadless areas. Scientific rescarch, and even commmon senae shown that older roadicss
forest are most likehy to experienee bow intensity bums, whike young tree plantations or areas
previously cut tend 10 burn hot zmd fast. There is kess than 3% of ancient forest left in this country
and we should save every Last trec.

The Zane Grey roadiess area is a beantiful and precons resource that should be saved for fature
generations 1o oy, meluding the endangered specics and other animals that call it home and are
dependeat upou it a5 it is, for their exigtance, It would be a grave mistake 1o log this area,

I hope your agency will do the foliowing;

- Do not allow any logging of targe, old trecs. Clearcutting of older forest increases fire hazands
- The BLM should cease logging in spottod ow! critical habitat,

- The Zane Grey Roadless Area should be left alone. .. No Roads, and NO Logging!

- Include the full 2844 acres in the East Fork Wisky Creck ACEC.

+ The 10.4 i of rcad docommissioning proposed it the DEIS "preferred alternative” is a good
start but should be increased.
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July 2, 2002

B D)
2040 Biddle Road
Medford, OR 97504

Subject: Helsey-tWhiskey Or. Project Area DEIS

We are strongly opposed to timber sales in this area of the forest.

The Zane Grey area, in particular, has been recogmized foymany
years as a porime candidate for preservation. It should remain
roadless to protect its 013 Growth, its wildlife habitat and
the water quality of its streams that feed the Rogue River.

We do support amall diameter thinning where it would reduce fire
danger. However, access should not be by road!

300 Grandview Dr.
hshland, OR 97520



e/

To Whom It May concern,
[ am against the proposed logging in the Zane Grey Roadlegs Area and along
the Wild and Scenic Rogue River.

We need to keep mature forest in there natural state as much as possible
We need to protect these treasure for fiture generations.

It has been proven that old growth timber is more likely to survive a forest
fire than a degraded forest because the degraded forest fire burns hotter and
therefore is more likely to kill the trees.

Please let’s protect our remaining roadless areas.

Sincerely,

Deborah Newell



Lynda Boody

Bureau of Land Management
Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

Diana Huntington
87426 Halderson Read
Eugene, OR 97402
Tuly 2, 2002

Dear Ms. Boody:

T am writing regarding the massive Ke¢lsey-Whisky timber sale which threatens to clearcut our ancient
forests, as well as putting roads through the Zane Grey roadless area adjacent to the Wild Ropue Wilderness.
As I have read abeout this plan, T am, once again, astounded, saddened and ovtraged by the actions of the BLM.

The Zane Grey Roadless Area should be left alone - period. Noreads. MNelogging. The BLM should
gbsolutely cease logging spotted owl critical habitat -- period. Wildlife dependent an older forests have had
enough, Leave them alone, for God's sake. Wo more big, ald trees should be logged -- period.  Must you seli the
last of our forests? The East Fork of Whiskey Creek ACEC must include the full 2,844 acres. Proposed road
decommissioning must be increased.

Pleaze add my letter to your public comments.

Sincerely,
DMani. ek MIHN

IDhana Huntington
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Burcau of Land Management
Medford District Qffice
3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

Attn: Lynda Boody

Corrie Watierson @
709 E. Aloha St, Apt 9

Seattle, WA 98102

Re: Public Comment on Kelsey-Whisky Timber Sale

Drear Ms. Boody:

[ 'am writing to cxpress my support for preserving the Zane Grey Roadless Area. Roads
and logging will despoil this Oregon treasure, which [ have enjoyed visiting during my
vacations to the arez. [ specifically seek out these types of majestic and irreplaceable (at
least within the next many generations) old growth forests for my trips. Below are some
of my reasons for encouraging the BLM to keep the Zane Grey Roadless Area and the
Ropue River wild.

- The area is a pristine, intact roadless arca with unique habitat, as acknewledged in
the DEIS conducted for this timber sale, Rare species such as the spotted owl,
Southern Oregon coho salmon, and bald cagle call it home. Once it is roaded and
logged, their numbers will decrease even further.

- Clearcutting of old growth forests increases fire hazards, not decreases them.
Young tree plantations in highly roaded areas are more likely to burn hot and fast
than established ecosystems.

- The Zane Grey area is the largest intact roadless forest in the country. Th:s should
be a fact that the BLM is proud of, and advertises to tourists and nature
enthusiasts... not a ‘red flag® that not enough logging has occurred.

50 please, keep logging confined to new growth forests and leave intact the last remnants
ol our region’s spectacular natural heritage. Preserve the Zane Grey Roadless Area.

Sincerely. f
@W@‘r

Corrie Watterson
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To: BLM Medford District Supervisor

Dear Supervisor, I'm writing to persvade you to stop tbe Kelsey-
Whiskey timber sale which will clesrcut old growth forest and start
logging roads into the Fane Grey rosdless area. This ares contains rare
wildlfe such as the fisher, Southern Oregon cobo salmm, bald eagie, vorthern
spotted owl, taildd frog, Del Norte salamender, and the Northwestern pond
turtle. In terms of fire danger, resesrch has showo that “regeperation”
{clear cutting) increases fire davger with crowded second growth in both
fire likelyhood and fire temparsture whereas tall old growth forests are
more likely to bave understory low intenmsity burns. So I'm not buying the
"logging for forest health" pitch. I would like to see a Zave Grey wild~

erness including the entire 46,646 acres of the Zane Grey roadless sres
and designate the Fast Fork Whisky as ACEC (Area of Critical Eovirommental
Cobeern) due to it's wildlife habitat velue {2,844 acres). 10.4 miles

of rosd decommissioning have been proposed in the DEIS "Preferred Alter-
native"™ but T would like to see even more roaeds taken out.

Edery:-year 1 get older, I see less and less true wildlands and more
and more areas overrun with nomative black berries, scotth broom, purple
spotted kmapweed, overcrowded monoculture single species crop-tree forests,
and less variety of wildlife. As a bunter, fisher, snd backpacker who
takes friends and family members with me, this loss is of very deep

Concern to me,

Thank You Very Much for your time
and consideration.

é}Z
‘Paul T. Howard

999 NW Sycamore Ave
Corvallis, OR 97320



Dear BLM/Medford District:

Mr John Eagmann

The east fork of Whiskey Cre 1”5::M=5'r_!5u-a
ACEC should include all 2844 O T oo 4,084

acres and the DEIS calling foF
decommigaioning 10.4 mi. is a gocd idea. As you
know, older trees are more fire resistant than

younger, thicker stands. For that resson they
should not be logged.

Please leave the Zane Grey rcoadless ares undgg—
turbed with no road construction or logging in it.

Clearcutting for "regeneration” doesn't make
Sense. Respgetfully yours,

cc: Hon. Peter DeFazio,M.C B
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June 29, 2002

Dear Ms. Boody, @

I’'m writing in protest of the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale. The Zane Grey Roadless Area
requires protection as designated Wildemmess Area. Until such protection is legisiated,
piease do everything in your power to discourage logging and roadbuilding in the area.
Thanks,

Susanna DeFazio

87805 Walker Creek Road

Walton, OR. 97490

P3: No reply to this letter is necessary.
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7/1/02
DEAR BLM,

THE ZANE GREY ROADLESS AREA SHOULD BE PRESERVED AS WILDERNESSAND
LEFT ALONE....NO ROADS, NO LOGGING.

PLEASE CEASE LOGGING IN CRITICAL SPOTTED OWL HABITAT. SPOTTED OWLS,
SALMON AND OTHER WILDLIFE THAT DEPEND ON OLDER FORESTS CAN'T
TOLERATE MORE HABITAT DESTRUCTION.

REGENERATION CUTTING I8 CLEAR CUTTING. PLEASE NG LOGGING OF BIG, GLD
TREES,

THE EAST FORK WHISKY CREEK ACEC SHOULD INCLUDE THE FULL 2844 ACRES.

THE 104 MILES OF ROAD DECOMMISSIONING PROPOSED IN THE DEIS PREFERRED
ALTERNATIVE I3 A GOOD START BUT SHQULD BE INCREASED,

THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND CONSIDERATION OF THIS MATTER.

ELETHEAH KESARAH

REALTOR/CONTRACTOR
CCB#134951,

0 Galice Road
Marlin, OR 97532
(5411 955-B180 -
Fax (541) 955-8177
g-mail escrow@cdsnet.net
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June 26, 2002

Bureau of Land Management

Medford District Office .
3040 Biddle Road
Medford, OR 97504

Aun: Lynda Boody

I'am writing teday to encourage the BLM to not build roads or log the Zane Grey Roadless Area
and the adjacent old growth and mature forestg along the Wild and Scenic Rogue River, The
logging should not happen in areas where spotted owls, salmon and other wildlifa depend on the
older forests; they cannot tolerate such destruction. Regeneration of the older forests, otherwise
known as clear cutting, increases fire hazards as it is known that older, roadless forests are most
likely to experience low intensity burns, while young tree plantations in highly roaded
watersheds tend to bum hot and fast. The road decommissioning in the DEIS “preferred
alternative™ is a good start, but should be increased from the proposed 10.4 miles.

As a citizen and voter in Southern QOregon, student of biolegy and naturalist, I would not like to
se¢ the BLM move forward with the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale. The DEIS stateg that 355 acres
of old fotests would be clearcut and 1,259 acres of Northern spotted owl habitat that has been
designated “critical” by the US Fish and Wildlife Service would be degraded. This is not
acceptable and 1 encourage decision-makers to consider and preserve the habitat values of these
ancient forests,

Sincerely,

A 5l

Alison Miller
1354 Quincy St #10
Ashland OR 97520



Southern Oregon Timber Indusiries Assoctalion

2680 Morth Pacific Highway Mediorg, Oragen 97501 773.5379 FAX 773-193:

June 26, 2002

Ms. Lynda L.. Boody, Field Manager @
Glendale Resource Area
Medford District, BLM

3040 Biddle Road
Medferd, Oregon 97504

RE: Kelsey Whiskey Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Dear Ms. Boody:

Southem Oregon Timber Industries Assaciation (SOTIA} is in receipt of the Kelsey
Whiskey Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EtS}, dated March 2002, and your cover
ietter, dated April 16, 2002. SOTIA has reviewed the EIS and is in support of Alternative
1, the No Change Alternative. SOTIA does not support the proposal to amend the
Medford District Resource Management Ptan and designate a new Area of Critical
Environmental Concern (ACEC) and Research Natural Area (RNA).

Under the Northwest Forest Plan (NWFP), tess than 20% of the Medford District is
dedicated to General Farest Managemeant Area {GF MA) acres where timber
management is allowed as one of the multiple uses. When the Medford District is unable
to meet current annual timber supply amounts called for jn the NWFP, to further reduce
GFMA acres with the establishment of a new ACEC and RNA is counter to Oregon and
California (O&C) Act mandates as described in the Purpose and Need statement, pages
1-3, 14, Furthermors, it is documented in the Draft EIS that poverty rates in tha area are
well above Oregon’s statewide average, page 3-23. Reduced timber supply will not help
alleviate this sccial condition.,

The *need” to protect the TannakaougIas-ﬁrfSafalevergreen Huckleberry plant group
should be accommodated within existing Late Successional Reserve acres already
designated in the Kelsey Whiskey pianning area. On GFMA acres, the Survey and
Manage requirements of the NWFP are more than sufficient o protect fiora and fauna of
“special interest".

A listing of private landowners with reciprocal Rights-of-Way agreements within the
Kelsey Whiskey planning area is provided in Table 3-8, page 3-37. These agreements
must be honored by the Glendale Resource Area and any proposed BLM road ciosures
must not affect these private landowners access rights.



Ms. Lynda Boody Page 2
Kelsey Whiskey Draft EIS

In conclusion, SOTIA does not support the establishment of a new ACEC and BNA in the
Kelsey Whiskey planning area. The Northwest Forest Plan has been a disaster for the
rural economy of southwest Oregon. The limited amount of General Forest Management
Areas in the Glendale Resource Area should be managed for multiple use, including
renewable timber management and harvest. Further reductions in annual timber harvest
levels will not contribute to the “economic stability of local communities and industries® as
required by the O&C Act of 1937.

SOTIA encourages the Giendale Resource Area to adopt Alternative 1 in the Kelsey
Whiskey Draft EIS. We thank you for this oppartunity to review and comment on the
Draft Landscape Plan.

Sincerely,

W

David S. Hill
Executive Vice President

cc: Congressman Greg Walden
Senator Gordon Smith
Senator Ron Wyden
Rocky McVay, Association of Q&C Counties
Swanson Group, Inc. {Superior Lumber Company)
Roseburg Forest Products .
Larry Brown



June 26, 2002

Bob Rodriguez
POB 1370
Cave Junction OR 57523

BLM Medford .E

Lynda Boody
Dear Ms. Boody:
[ have no objections to the Kelsey-Whiskey Timber Sale. I believe it should be

conducted; as there are no pressing reasons to avoid it, other than the usual knee-
jerk reaction of certain organizations intent on blind preservation.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely

Ruobert R. Rodriguez
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Ms. Lynda L.. Boody, Field Manager R r-‘;{?\‘,‘&"’ To) ":‘a\
Glendale Resource Area & % e;\-\% |
Medford District, BLM N el
3040 Biddle Road A S 8
Medford, Oregon 97504 Y 4
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Dear Ms. Boody:

I would like to take this epportunity to comment on behalf of Swanson Group, Inc.
regandmg the proposed Kelsey-Whiskey Draft Environmenta| Impact Statement. For many years
our company has relied on timber produced from the Glendale Resource Area to supply Superior
Lumber/Veneer and Plywood operations in Glendale, Oregon. As the largest employer in
Ciendale, our operations are extrernely important to the community stability and economic
livelihood of Glendale and the surrounding area. We have carefully reviewed the proposal to
amend the Medford District Resource Management Plan by designating a new “Area of Critical
Environmental Concern and Research Natural Area”™ We firmly oppose such a move and
strongly urge the selection of Alternative I, the No Change Alternative.

As a key element of the Northwest Forest Plan (N'WFP), Federal agencies were to sell g
predictable and sustainable timber sale volume on an annual basis. This promise of stable timber
supply was to contribute towards community stability by providing timber industry johs in rural
areas of Orcgon. The Medford District of the BLM has yet to meet the annual timber sale
objectives as called for in the NWFP, With less than 20% of the Medford BLM District land bage
allocated to General Forest Management, it escapes me how further erosion in acres committed
to “multiple use™ will achieve anything but further reduce the tirber sale program.

1 have grave concerns about the mplications of additional land-use constraints on the
rights of reciprocal right-of-way holders, such as Swanson Group, Inc. with the addition of a new
overlay of operating restrictions. Tt is imperative that the Glendale Resource Area honor these
toad use agreements and protect the rights of private landowners with any present or fiyture
planning imitiatives.

There are no “special intcrests™ within the planning area that cannot be accommeodated by
existing “Late Succcssional Reserves™ as desi gnated within the guidelines of the NWFP. The
“Noerthwest Forest Plan™ has been a cruei hoax, placing terribie burdens on the Forest Products
Industry and local governments of Southwest Oregon. The amount of land allocalied for multiple
forest use including timber harvest is already very limited. To “take another bite at the apple”
and further diminish our meager timber supply 1s ill-advised and should be discouraged.

Placing additional land n no harvest set-asides is not in the best intercst of our public
forest lands, such a plan is simply headed in the wrong direction. Rather than further limiting
options, the BLM needs to seek aclive management prescriptions, salvaging and thinning
overcrowded stands to improve long-term forest health.

Stud Lumber Veneer & Plywood

Dimension Lumber
Lumibyar Sates: (5413 832-1218
Lumber Sales: (541} 8321222
Lumber Sales: [(541) BA2-1241

Sales Fax: (3417 8321232

Stud Sales: (541) B32-1145
Stud Fax; (541) 8232-1235

Venesr Sales: {547) 832 1130
Phywood Sales: (5414 8321175
Wenaer & Plywaos Fax: (541) 832177
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Linda Boody

Buresu of Land Management Tune &, 2002
3040 Biddle Road
Medford, OR 97504 Ref. to Proposed Kelsy Whiskey timber sale

Dear Ms. Boody,

{ am farmiliar with the ares proposed for a timber sale, and [ am strongly epposed to the intreduction of
roads to facifitate the removal of timber. The Zane Grey Roadless area impacts the Rogue River babitat,
&nd the intrusion of equipment and destruction of forest habitat will have a devastating effect on the flora
and fazma of this region. This is a relatively pristine area, and ot ghonld be saved.

[ am enclosing photes taken recently from this area as 2 graphic reminder of wht i3 a1 risk. These lands
belang to all the people and do nat exist for the benefit of the timber industry. The Bureau of Land
Management has 8 solemn responsibility in the protection of the public lands. Study these pictures --and
don't approve of this plan to cut old-growth timdber,

Please suppott ihe designaticn of the Zame Grey roadless eres as & Wildermness area and please choose the
Na Astion alternative on the timber cut.

Thank you,

129 Van Mess Avenue
Ashland, OR 57520






: J‘-'.'H? %'
%
¥ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
& REGION 10
1200 Sixth Avenus

Seatile, Washington 98101

Eeply To

Attn Of: ECO-088 HAY 29 m
Lynda Boody

Glendale Field Manager @

! R
Medford District \ nigﬁggﬁf
Bureau of Land Management Medford BLM

34340 Biddle Road
Medford, OR 97504

Dear Ms. Boody:

Wae reviewed the drafi environmental rnpact statement (EIS) for the Kelsey Whisky
Landscape Management Plan and Associated Medford District Resource Management
Plan Amendments in accordance with our responsibilitizs under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act (CAA). Section 309, independent of
NEPA, specifically directs EPA to review and comiment in writing on the environmnental impacts
associated with all major federal actions and the docurnent’s adequacy in meeting NEPA
requirements. For further explanation of our EIS review responsibility, please refer to EPA's
Section 309 Review: The Clean Air Act and NEPA that is attached.

EPA reviews ELSs for both environmental and procedural concerns. Our mam
environmental concern is that this project may affect two species listed under the Endangered
Species Act (BSA). Alternative 2 (the preferred alternative) would adversely affect 10 acres of
suitable habitat for marbled murrelet and may also affect one specific site for northern spotted
owl and critical habitat in general for northern spotied owls. Alternative 1 calls for mare
regeneration harvesting (273 acres) and Alternative 4 calls for no regeneration harvesting with
only commercial thinning. Alternative 3 is {he mo-action alternative. Effects to the listed species
are characterized as greater and lesser under Alternatives 1 and 4, respectively, compared to the
preferred alternative.

BLM is conducting formal consultation with the US Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
because of the potential adverse impacts. The outcome of these consultations will result in FWS3
issuing a Biological Opinion (BO) which will determine if there is jeopardy or non-jeopardy to
the species. Depending on the determination, the FWS will specity "reasonable and prudent
alternatives or measures” to avoid jeopardy or conserve the species, respectively.

55.039-BLM
CEQ# (20129

aﬁﬂmm Recyciad Paper
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EPA has no signiticant procedural concerns and believes the BLM has adequately

disclosed the impacts in the EIS in accordance with NEPA. But because of the ESA concerns
and until the results of the BO are known, EPA has rated this project EC-1, Environimental
Concerns - Adequate E1S. The rating is based on BLM's preferred alternative (Alternative 2).
Our rating and a summary of our comments will be published in the Federal Register. We have
enclosed an explanation of the EPA rating systemn

While we believe the E1S is adequate procedurally, we have provided suggestions for

further rnprovements.

The EIS should discuss how coordination will be carried out between the ESA Section 7
Consultation process and NEPA. This would be consistent with Section 1502.25 of the
Council on Envirenmental Quality (CEQ) regulations for implementing NEPA.
Conclusions ffom a BA shouid be included in the draft EIS and the Biological Opinion
(BO) sheuld be in the final E1S or at the latest in the Record of Decision. 1t is our
understanding that you have already begun Section 7 consultation with the FWS in
accordance with the ESA and that an earlier BA was a source of information for the draft
EIS. We suggest that the final EIS reflect this mformation as well This should be
reflected in the final EIS.

1t appears some activities {prescribed fires, commercial density management, and
regeneration harvests) are proposed to be carried out in the Late Successional Reserves.
Please explain how these activities will protect and enhance conditions of late-
successional and old-growth forest ecosystems and if they will be reviewed by the
Regional Ecosystern Office in accordance with standards and guidelines set out m the
Northwest Forest Plan.

Under Alternative 3, there is concern that there will be an increased risk of wildfre
because there is no vegetation treatment and thus a loss of spotted owl sites [emphasis
added for clarity of comments] and critical habitat for spotted owl and marbled nmurrelet.
1t would seem there should also be concern for loss of suitable habitats for spotted owl
and marbled murelet due to increased risk of wildfire as well but this is not mentioned.
If this is not the case, explain why wildfire can impact critical but not suitable habitat.

It is not clear what (ype of vegetation treatment is entailed by commercial density
management, nor is it defined in the glossary. We at first assumed it was thianing but
both terms are used in this EIS, which indicates that they are different. Please define
these terms better.

Explain the rationale for decommissioning the particalar roads that are proposed and how
that fits in with an overall strategy for closing and decommissioning roads.

The EIS provides a good discussion on air quality issues from presctibed burning.

BH-03%-BLM
CELI# 020129



Attached is an overview of the Interim Air Quality Policy on Wildland and Prescribed
Fires. It would behoove BLM to briefly discuss this policy and state that the approach to
managing smoke from prescribed burning is consisient with this overarching national
policy that balances clean air with the need to burn.

Qur rating amd a summary of our comments will be published 1 the Federal Register, and
we have enclosed an explanation of the EPA rating system. We thank you for the opportunity to
review and offer conunents on this project. If you have questions, please contact me at (206)

553-6911 or Andy Smith at (206) 553-1750.

cc: David Powers, ECO

Sincerely,

ndith m&% ﬁk
!' eographic Unit
|
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JANM'S SECRETAR AL ARTS FAR MO, @ S41+956+1464 May. Bl ZEAZ 1829 B

Commants on Kelsey Whiskey Draft Management Pian

May 1, 2002

Americans who think about the future of life may agree that the Science of Economics 2002 is
becoming obsolste,

HOT SPOT: Jobs vs. Environment

To imagine that logging our wilderpess for money to be invested is more profitable than a
rescrve core wilderness is short sighted.

At the end of the ¢éntury, which will be more profitable - togging the wilderness for immediate
limited invesmunent, or saving the planis and animals, maintaining pure moountain waters in
abundance, as weil as aiding in the creation of atmosphere for all of Southern Oregon for all
tme?

Wisdom suggests we take 2 ¢lose look at what kind of Southern Orsgon we want to live in.

A lot of eyes have been opened. Saving the Spotied Owl automstically entails preserving
primeval groves of Douglas Fir, Ponderosa and Sugpr Pine, Sitka Spruce, and Redwood by
incorporation of integrally functoning units of mature ¢limax forest into the public trust More
Spotted Owl nesting areas are located in scenic canyons such as the Rogue and their drasns, such
as Kelsey Creek and Whiskey Creek. S0 these too must be preserved alonyg with their adjacent
clear running streams,

To put it i waorde that even a timber haron ¢an understand: What the Spotty need to thrive is
nothing less than the siuff national parks are made of. A proper Spotted Owl breeding site is a
mini Mt. Hood or Crater Lake National Park. Time and again from every counceivable angle
national parks have proven to be the most valuable real estate in the nation.

Can anyone seriously argue against a chaie of new mini wildemess “parks” in the Cascadss and
Siskiyous?

The Spotted Owl sells itself. [s it not a wise owl?
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From Jeane Moody
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Karen Salley PhD
801 Pinecrest Terrace
Ashland, Oregon 97520
541-482-1672

1. 0-0%

Moswon Tecdh man, Jomere Reatet
Burcase Xt TG~

Foko LAl A’ﬂ
/}}fﬁmr‘, IR 7750Y

Dewn M, Tibwtaog Gurt Fetms Momebons,
ﬁwz zﬁrélﬂf:ﬁ'ﬁ’

AM(/_ WW: .

b oty S =



M&Mmse e 1
]5 Lo & A..'lf«_l-/xj M'E_ bn—-’ ﬁtf_‘i“\ﬂn-‘

.-{5\..!'-'\., eal el Thﬂt_kuj&-e'ﬁ T believe i

Ut The ﬁuTu‘*{" g S RN

ey

uE sz

Q o= M"‘ TL—’ ‘GMc&f«Jj G

_ /vx_y Jxmﬁ : !‘5 /DC&T(‘?&_

or Some Gcbeagr 1M The __a{_ak:t_w%éxsfr o
_ltsvmev OF Sectiow I, T 33,19 . T ody
 Feel Roal\i fred To Gleaxx koo T The
Pro Po Sa\ S5 Fotr ﬁﬂgT\u» 15 ave ” *"‘=~5
é,_f')*ke.s«e_ ave i’-&_ﬂouj 2 - S S o S e
il IM _1N"?t/‘xﬂ\,"‘(_‘t e N e R s T
D6E |sonss There fhese lasT Al YVears ,
AT e Fa'—* h’eiﬁf?/ i 5!”{&/ Lan~nd SCatfe

Caw{:fv-—ui AR O t5tc_“|:1a.-.}
Phk

5{':&51&1!{_ R SV ‘]‘1&1&"_]‘( h;\_hue\ﬁ'}"kd\j P 1 S
A e v seetee s hokes CowSudliel

&\{)Njgﬂ é'{ The fﬂdU\L’DﬂJme"’T‘:"—[ CGJT.j
(éM-“x‘E'.-JT o ~J

j_:SELT\Q"" .”.). -1 &~y e cL_"':. Sy TR

Cheb e ave Cow&uéfwwlalﬂ B
s ave o8 Fon
DF - .SFOGTT'Qé Om\ﬁ)'maT 49.#_?’_ el Lo fouﬁ‘*
e Y TL\.\:} cﬁ_Lf«em (a o bL S eo Eroa
T s bxu{{r o bafTew f,u_;ay,,-rj- The
[ Stewr C losiSeeipas AipgiiueT M-J'T Te
See éf’*—imfp"rs\,ﬂ_kb.@ _ﬁ.!afuﬁ L\ 5 -./I-E_ of
LSyanT o ke e TU‘*‘NJ he S hee @

Te home kg MU S AU ol GawT

Lame dokew T 15 LN Theve (S ~ex T

A mo“ﬂmwj {:15{1 Tkﬁwe. excer 1T  for—
SﬂxN_j e 6, 0 Gl FE*’& &
“r"u B tffk._ &N\t Wosol & P&afﬂqb‘\\/ e
éc«f’b\.u_jﬁé ! '-..N' 'Tle;'-. e 1@ CuiT s
'___!/ueb"?_ s R el bj Yo -TL\.'E’-A\_ S
LR UE‘L‘?/ ééadﬁ\'_t‘\u{ &Leq i e o l~...5 a |81
ueu‘( 5T=ae,y° SR TS ki gk 1\/ UiSble




s S o R Pk e |
=_-._._::1.-'*“1‘f‘}é 6‘%'& W T 9@1 ‘Sac«,h Le &
: E—S} i S ﬁx R rjf?r\#é:,) .L Eh F.{ (“o,uen
; -:.'.:_-f_"r-m-é"*( A a\_.'\ 5ﬁf°ln ..-Jj b Mﬁ Mo/
f_: ULﬁT ”\.ﬂ*l‘e ~3 OF Fb*-"t’ff)T W Ldg_ b{ PR L”_?

 Trees gvew  beuly e o Very leac
e sT Lo fk;. Few boc\-‘“t el of

!_; kelm-\:xutl‘“f Woov oo . I Covmsel To

ilesve Ry SR _auiafue

ﬁﬁL{T\u.»-J J£~—! 15 les s

(Sessitl SE euar a-wf-weyf Lw. S oo hlea d

?f.ﬁ!”cc“rhu-—m ok ‘t“a?«;i‘:;i'{"l#-? e At SeRes
;iﬁ_lT‘-\avjk The Ura?a{"" l\mkF (o a\SD

_ bt See— [rom fi"«—?_ :'V* UE‘“‘* The Ul hat

[0S Park dire 0 IRS heaoTV . Some

i LOVPVIR OV tauié 'EE_ Bowa Kee ¢ . OgleShivr

'.;OEC,T-LU\ ‘T‘Y L*-’*UIE AL .-"‘-‘\'-:-S'f"‘\kﬂ o
?"L«Jeula \Sngg&gb—'f':_T" c&“sj raslre  boecd S

O fmat\ﬂj S The )Ovb‘nt. ée&euvfd Te
S‘E"?— &‘V"num Q- 6b f\JE'—'«-‘*“ The L‘“ (R b T
&-)IT‘N Sams:_ ﬂ)p tT’S thm.-JT?f _»..-'TC--L.T'

}665"?—" Rekjct'vﬁ .}_3




P e
- ; e ;0???523
Ny vopees




Oar suctiowal rymbet, ibr Bali eagls &mh’f?f )

Prcxeceed by the Endangered Species Act, the malestic
Bald cayle has mads 2 spestacular comehack from the”

—

brink of cRE
T find oist B 1 halp Bave AR arals Wik,
bacorving 8 mempsrdeal the Naranst

o 1-BO0-274-4201.



— r ——

S~ L
S wanson Group, Inc.

P R Box 250 « 2695 Glendals Valley Foad « Glendale, OR 37442 « Phone: (541} 832-1121 = Fax: {541} 832-1139

June 17, 2002
Ms. Lynda L. Boody, Field Manager
Glendale Resource Area

Medford District, BLM

3040 Biddle Road

Medford, Oregon 97504

Dear Ms. Boody:

I would like to take this opportunity to comment on behalf of Swanson Group, Inc.
regarding the proposed Kelsey-Whiskey Draft Environmental Impact Statement. For many years
our company has relied on timber produced from the Glendale Resource Area to supply Superior
Lumber/Veneer and Plywood operations in Glendale, Oregon. As the largest employer 1n
Glendale, our operations are extremely important to the community stability and economic
livelihood of Glendale and the surrounding area. We have carcfully reviewed the proposal to
amend the Medford District Resource Management Plan by designating a new “Area of Critical
Environmental Concern and Research Natural Area”. We firmly oppose such a move and
strongly urge the selection of Alternative I, the No Change Altemative.

As a key element of the Northwest Forest Plan (NWFFP), Federal agencies were to sell a
predictable and sustainable timber sale volume on an annual basts. This promise of stahle timber
supply was to contribute towards community stability by providing timber industry jobs in rural
areas of Oregon. The Medford District of the BLM has yet to meet the annual timber sale
objectives as called for in the NWFP. With less than 20% of the Medford BLM District land base
allocated to General Forest Management, it escapes me how further erosion in acres committed
to “multiple use” will achieve anything but further reduce the timber sale program.

I have grave concerns about the irnplications of additional land-use constraints on the
rights of reciprocal right-of-way holders, such as Swanson Group, Inc. with the addition of a new
overlay of operating restrictions. It js imperative that the Glendale Resource Area honor these
road use agreements and protect the rights of private landowners with any present or future
planming nitiatives.

There are no “special intercsis” within the planning area that cannot be accommodated by
existing “Late Successional Reserves™ as designated within the guidelines of the NWEFP. The
“Northwest Forest Plan™ has been a cruel hoax, placing terrible burdens on the Forest Products
Industry and local governments of Southwest Oregon. The amount of land allocated for multiple
forest use including timber harvest is already very limited. To “take another bite at the apple”
and further diminish our meager timber supply is ill-advised and should be discouraged.

Placing additional Jand in no harvest set-asides is not in the best interest of our public
forest lands, such a plan is simply headed in the wrong direction. Rather than further limiting
options, the BLM needs to seck active management prescriptions, salvaging and thinning
overcrowded stands to improve long-term forest health.

Dimension Lumbrer Stud Lumber Vaneer & Plywood
Lumber Sales: {541) 832-1218 Stud Sales: {541} 832-1145 Veneer Sales; (541) 832-1130
Lurnber Sales: {541) 832-1222 Stud Fax: (541) B32-1235 Piywood Sales: (5411 B32-1175
Lumber Sales: (541) B32-1241 Venear & Plywood Fax: (541) 832-1177

Sales Fax: (541) BAE-1232
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We strongly encourage the BLM to adopt Alternative T for the Kelsey Whiskey Draft
LiIS. Thank you for your consideration of our comments on this very important issue concerning
the futnre of our company and our community.

Very Truly Yours,

Covlon Clhertaoa—

Gordon Culbertson
WP Resources

{Co: Congressman Peter DeFazio
Congressman Greg Walden
Senator Gordon Smith
Senator Ront Wyden



115

Barry Snitkin

<barry@siskiyou.org To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
> cc:
Subject: Kelsey Whiskey

07/09/02 03:03 PM

Ms. Boody et al:

Once again your agency is offering the public more of the same. We have many
treasures in the Siskiyou Wild Rivers. One of them is the Zane Grey roadless
complex: a remarkably wild and rugged forest amid an ocean of clearcuts along
the famous Wild & Scenic Rogue River.

This 46,646 acre area is the largest intact forested roadless area managed by the
BLM in the entire country. The ancient forests of Zane Grey currently provide
irreplaceable habitat for rare species such as the northern spotted owl, fisher,
Southern Oregon coho salmon, bald eagle, tailed frog, Del Norte salamander, and
Northwestern pond turtle.

Your agency is proposing to log 1,324 acres (over 8 million board feet) within the
Zane Grey Roadless Area and in adjacent old- growth and mature forests along the
Wild & Scenic Rogue River. And you plan to logand construct 1.9 miles of
logging roads into this spectacular forest.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) calls for clearcutting aka
"regenerating" 355 acres of old forests, and degrading 1,259 acres of Northern
spotted owl habitat that has been designated

"critical" by the US Fish and Wildlife Service.

As a citizen who values clean air, clean water, healthy forests and rivers I'd like to
urge you to LEAVE ZANE GRAY ALONE!

Your forest policies promote fires in a way that are devastating to the forests.
DON'T CUT OLD GROWTH TREES. The latest scientific research shows that
older, roadless forests are most likely to experience low intensity burns, while
young tree plantations in highly roaded watersheds tend to burn hot and fast.
BLM should also CEASE logging spotted owl critical habitat

It's about time BLM designated the largest proposed Area of Critical
Environmental Concern (ACEC) to preserve the habitat values of the 2,844 acres

in East Fork Whisky.

Yours truly,



Barry Snitkin

POB 2565

Cave Junction, Or. 97523
541-592-2693
541-592-4459

As Dorothy Day said, "No one has the right to feel hopeless. There's too much work to do."
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"David Dillon (d)"
<dillond@nehalemtel.net> To:<orl10mb@or.bim.gov>, <peter.defazio@mail.house.gov>

07/10/02 02:32 PM cc: Positive Comments on Logging in Zane Grey Area

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for Mining
for the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale:

I support BLM!'s proposal to log in native and old-growth forests
in the Zane
Grey roadless area.

I believe that:

The Zane Grey Roadless Area does not need to be protected from
roadbuilding

(temporary or permanent) and or logging.

The Kelsey-Whisky sale would have no impact on any Northern
Spotted Owl

habitat which may or may not be in the area.

The logging of old-growth and mature forests habitat decreases
fire risk!

Thank you for considering my comments, which are probably a lot
different
than the ones you usually hear.

Respectfully,
David Dillon
PO Box 188, Manzanita, OR 97130
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e-mail:

dillond@nehalemtel.net

justin.fleming@orst.e
du To:orl10mb@or.bim.gov

07/10/02 02:51 PM cc:Kelsey-Whisky sale

Dear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for Mining

for the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale. I am outraged that the BLM is
proposing

to log in native and old-growth forests in the Zane Grey roadless
area.

I believe that:

* the Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected - no
roadbuilding

(temporary or permanent) and no logging!

* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern
Spotted Owl

habitat. The habitat of owls and other sensitive species should
be

protected, not logged!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental
Concern (ACEC)

should include the full 2,844 acres

* the logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat
while

increasing fire risk - no more native/old-growth logging!

Thank you for considering my comments. I believe that every
effort must be

made to protect the native forests, roadless areas and watersheds
of the

Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully,

Justin Fleming

Student Recycling Coordinator-0SU

Campus Recycling

644 Sw 13th St.

Corvallis, OR 97333

phone: (541) 737-7349

justin.fleming@orst.edu
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dave metz
<dcmetzl@yahoo.co To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
m> cc:

07/10/02 03:51 PM Subject: No logging of Old Growth

Hello,

I want to inform you that I support the ban of
logging old growth trees on public land. Primary
forests are far more fire resistant than secondary.
Big trees do not equal big fire. Smaller, secondary
trees along with greater undergrowth which grows more
abundant when the forests are cut and light is let in.

The soil drys out, species die, pioneering plants
proliferate. Logging old growth is more likely to
cause a catastrophic fire than not logging old growth,
besides, most of the public wants the end of old
growth logging. As soon as our Federal agencies
finally get this the better for all. Sincerely,

Dave Metz

Do You Yahoo!?
Sign up for SBC Yahoo! Dial - First Month Free

http://sbc.yahoo.com
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Judith Gonzalez

<judith@southeastup To: <orl10mb@or.bim.gov>
lift.org> cc:

. AWhickul
07/10/02 03:54 PM Subject: Noooooooo Kelsey-Whisky!

Dear Ms. Boody,



These are my comments on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for Mining for the Kelsey-Whisky
timber sale. I am outraged that the BLM is proposing
to log in native and old-growth forests in the Zane
Grey roadless area.

I believe that:

* the Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected -
no roadbuilding (temporary or permanent) and no
logging!

* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres
of Northern Spotted Owl habitat. The habitat of owls
and other sensitive species should be protected, not
logged!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical
Environmental Concern (ACEC) should include the
full 2,844 acres

* the logging of old-growth and mature forests
destroys habitat while increasing fire risk - no more
native/old-growth logging!

Thank you for considering my comments. I believe
that every effort must be made to protect the native
forests, roadless areas and watersheds of the Siskiyou
Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully,

Judith Gonzalez Plascencia

235 SE 18 St.



Portland. OR 97214
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"yake"
<yake@thurston.com To: <orl10mb@or.blm.gov>
> cc:

07/10/02 04:02 PM Subject: Kelsey-Whisky timber sale

Dear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Mining for the
Kelsey-Whisky timber sale.

The BLM should not log, or permit the logging of, native and old-growth forests in the
Zane Grey roadless area.

Further:

* the Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected - no roadbuilding (temporary or
permanent) and no logging!

* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern Spotted Owl habitat.
The habitat of owls and other sensitive species should be protected, not logged!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) should
include the full 2,844 acres

* the logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat while increasing fire risk -
no more native/old-growth logging!

Thank you for considering my comments. | believe that every effort must be made to
protect the native forests, roadless areas and watersheds of the Siskiyou Wild Rivers
area.

Respectfully,

Bill Yake

4032 Green Cove St. NW
Olympia WA 98502-3520

"Steve Koller"
<kollersj@cavenet.co To: <OR110MB@or.blm.gov>
m> cc:

07/11/02 01-39 PM Subject: political interest

Hi,
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This will be short to save my time and your time. First, you should keep out of Zane
Grey Forest, it should not be logged. That wilderness area is one of the few remaining
wild stands in this country.

Secondly, if you do log it, | certainly hope you WILL NOT clearcut it. Everybody knows
that clearcutting is bad......EVERYBODY!! Even loggers know it. I'm sure that even you
yourself understand that selective cutting is much more low impact and yields better long-
term timber.

Thank you for your time, Steve Koller

"Dave Willis"
<sodamtn@mind.net To: <lynda_boody@blm.gov>
> cc:

07/12/02 0235 PM Subject: Public Comment on Kelsey-Whisky Timber Sale DEIS

To: Lynda Boody, Field Manager
Glendale Resource Area
Medford District BLM
RE: COMMENTS ON KELSEY-WHISKY DEIS

Dear Ms. Boody:
On behalf of the board and membership of the Soda Mountain Wilderness Council, | urge
you to:

1) Build no roads and do no logging in the Zane Grey Roadless Area proposed for
designated Wilderness by the Oregon Wilderness Coalition.

2) Do no logging of spotted owl habitat.
3) NO LOGGING OF BIG OLD TREES -- that only increases fire hazard.
4) The East Fork Whisky Creek ACEC should include the full 2,844 acres.

5) The 10.4 miles of road decommissioning proposed in the DEIS' "preferred alternative"
is a good start. Many more road miles in the area should also be decommissioned.

Please do all you can to preserve and enhance the wilderness values of the area.
Sincerely,

Dave Willis, Chair

Soda Mountain Wilderness Council
15187 Greensprings Highway
Ashland, OR 97520

541-482-8660 office



541-482-0526 home

541-944-2247 cell

541-482-2036 fax
sodamtn@mind.net
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"S. Gertsch/R.
Moore" To: <or912mb@or.blm.gov>
<aloha@verizon.net> cc:

07/10/2002 01:32 PM Subject: Kelsey Whiskey timber sale

I didn't mean to send the e-mail I just sent because my message
wasn't

finished.

Please forward this comment to Sherwood Tubman at the Medford BLM
office.

Dear Sherwood Tubman,
This is a comment on the Kelsey Whiskey timber sale.

I oppose the current form of the Kelsey Whiskey timber sale.

The sale

plans to log 4.8 to 12.9 million board feet of timber and build
up to 4

miles of new road. These new roads and clear cuts will affect
northern

spotted owls, bald eagles and the sensitive Del Norte salamander.
This timber sale intersects the Zane Grey Roadless Area, the

largest

forested BLM roadless area in the entire U.S. The Zane Grey

Roadless Area

includes 24 miles of the Wild and Scenic Rogue River and is

contiguous with

the designated Wild Rogue Wilderness Area.
In regard to the Kelsey Whiskey timber sale, I oppose:

-the building of new roads, even temporary ones;

-the cutting of mature and old-growth trees; and

-cutting in the proposed Wilderness boundary (roadless area).
Roadless areas and old-growth forests are the most fire

resistant

forests, and logging them increases the risk of intense fires

since only

young trees and brush are left.

Please do not send a copy of the Environmental Impact Statement
or anything
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else sent to my address.
Sincerely,

Steve Gertsch
2420 SwW 171st pl

OR 97006

Beverly McDonald
<Beverlymcdonald @i To: "orl10mb@or.bim.gov" <or110mb@or.bim.gov>
pkoke.com> cc:

07/11/02 08:59 AM Subject: Zane Grey Roadless Area

Dear Ms. Boody,

My family has had the privilege of annual float trips through the
Rogue

River Wild and Scenic area for over 20 years. These trips provide
spiritual

renewal along with recreation in a place, isolated from the
distrations of

regular life. I can't tell you how much we value this experience.

The Zane Grey Roadless Area is the largest roadless area in the
nation on

BLM land. For this reason alone, it should remain so. The serenty
and beauty

would be altered dramatically with road building. A different
value than

monetary, but imperative to the restoration of quality of life on
this

planet.

Science has proven that roadless, old-growth areas are more fire-
resistent

than those logged. After this year's early season of fire damage,
protection

is of concern. We need to keep in mind that (2) of the large
fires this

season were set by individuals seeking their own job security.

Destruction of habititat for Northern Spotted Owl and countless
other

senstive species, erroding hillsides which damage watershed,
while

increasing fire damage is a poor exchange for temporary profits
from the
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sale of timber.

Thank you for considering my comments. Please decide to keep this
area of

great beauty road-free and unlogged so this watershed may be
protected.

Sincerely,
Beverly B. McDonald
55 Prall Lane

Oregon 97405

"Wayne Kelly"
<waynekins@hotmail To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
.com> cc:

07/11/02 10-58 AM Subject: Kelsey-Whiskey Timber Sale

Wayne L. Kelly
1257 Siskiyou Blvd, #1133
Ashland, Oregon 97520

Lynda Boody

Bureau of Land Management
Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Road

Medford, Oregon 97504

Dear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for Mining

for the Kelsey-Whiskey timber sale. I am outraged that the BLM
is proposing

to log in native and old-growth forests in the Zane Grey roadless
area.

I believe that:

- the Zane Grey roadless area should be protected - no
roadbuilding

(temporary of permanent) and no logging!

- the Kelsey-Whiskey sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern
Spotted Owl

habitat. The habitat of owls and other sensitive species should
be

protected, not logged!
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- the East Fork Whiskey Creek Area of Critical Environmental
Concern (ACEC)

should include the full 2,844 acres.

- the logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat
while

increasing fire risk - no more native/old-growth logging!

Thank you for considering my comments. I believe that every
effort must be

made to protect the native forests, roadless areas and watersheds
of the

Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully submitted,

Wayne L. Kelly

Send and receive Hotmail on your mobile device:
http://mobile.msn.com

"Cindy Hogan"
<cindyhogan@hotma To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
il.com> cc:

07/11/02 10-31 AM Subject: Kelsey-Whisky timber sale

Lynda Boody

Bureau of Land Management
Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

Dear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for Mining

for the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale. I am outraged that the BLM is
proposing

to log in native and old-growth forests in the Zane Grey roadless
area.

The Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected as a roadless
area. There



should be no roadbuilding (temporary or permanent) and no
logging.

The Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern
Spotted Owl

habitat. The habitat of owls and other sensitive species should
be

protected. Clearly this proposal seems to violate the spirit, if
not the

actual letter, of the endangered species act and the wilderness
act.

Allowing this area to be logged would violate the public trust
that requires

you to protect these lands and resources, not sell them to the
highest

bidder.

The East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental Concern
(ACEC)

should include the full 2,844 acres to more accurately account
for the

impact of the logging on surrounding areas.

The logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat
while

increasing fire risk. As any beginning biology student knows,
older trees

tend to be more fire resistant than younger ones. I believe you
have no

scientific justification for logging older trees on the basis of
reducing

fire danger. This claim seriously undermines the credibility of
your

proposal.

As an Oregonian who enjoys hiking in Oregon's forests, I am
dismayed that

you would destroy mature forests and the habitat and watershed
value they

provide, and blight the landscape with more logging. Most
Oregonians, I

believe, would agree with me. Such proposals do not serve the
public.
Thank you for considering my comments. I believe that every

effort must be

made to protect the native forests, roadless areas and watersheds
of the

Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully,

Cynthia M. Hogan

1103 Pawnee Circle SE
Salem, Oregon 97306
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Chat with friends online, try MSN Messenger:
http://messenger.msn.com

"Rolf Skar"
<rolf@subdimension. To: <orl10mb@or.bim.gov>
com> cc:

07/11/02 02:34 PM Subject: Kelsey Whisky DEIS comments

July 11, 2002
Dear Ms. Boody,

I'm writing to submit official comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact
Statement for Mining for the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale.

The DEIS states that the BLM is proposing to log native and old-
growth

forests in the name of fire safety. This is a mis-application of
fire

science, ignoring the established fact that roadless, mature and
old-growth

forests are much more fire-resistant than roaded, previously
logged forests.

If fire safety is truly a concern, then ecological fuels
reduction should be

carried out by trained personnel in a method demonstrated by the
Lomakatsi

group near Ashland. In addition, the long-standing, extremely
expensive

program of fire suppression on public lands should be ended, and
a program

of prescribed burning should be adopted to help restore the
natural balance

that public land managers have corrupted.

As a member of the public and a citizen of Oregon, I call upon
the BLM to

immediately cancel this proposed sale. The Zane Grey Roadless
Area should be

protected permanently from all road building (temporary or
permanent) and no



commercial logging should be allowed under any circumstances. If
any road

work is to be done is this area, i1t should be deconstruction of
old roads at

the perimeter of the Zane Grey Roadless Area - the 10.4 miles of
road

decommissioning proposed in the DEIS "preferred alternative" is a
good start

but should be increased.

The Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern
Spotted Owl
habitat. With habitat of owls and the other sensitive species

should be

protected. The public owns these lands, and the public is
overwhelmingly

opposed to logging mature and old-growth forests - especially in
our

disappearing roadless areas. In order to protect sensitive
habitat, the East

Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC)
should

include the full 2,844 acres.

As a member of your constituency, I call upon the BLM to spend
the public

taxpayer funds that you propose to allocate for the Kelsey-Whisky
sale

instead on the scientific research needed to address the
restoration of

previously logged, roaded and fire-suppressed public lands.

Thank you for considering my comments. I believe that every
effort must be

made to protect the native forests, roadless areas and watersheds
of the

Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully,
Rolf Skar

2227 SE Madison, #6
Portland, OR 97214
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"Gerry Gold"
<gee.cubed@prodigy To: <orl10mb@or.blm.gov>
.net> cc:

07/11/02 06:29 PM Subject: ATTN: BLM Medford, No roads or logging within Zane Grey Roadle:
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TO:

Bureau of Land Management, ATTN: Lynda Boody
Medford District Office

3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

SUBJECT: Kelsey-Whisky timber sale and the Zane Grey Roadless Area

As a volunteer trail worker who has been on the Wild and Scenic Rogue River as a
summer volunteer and again as a tourist, and as a frequent visitor to southwestern
Oregon, | am writing to urge you to abandon all plans to build roads or log forests within
the Zane Grey roadless area, which borders the Rogue River wilderness. This
magnificent area of forests, watersheds, and wildlife habitat is unique in the world and a
growing destination for tourists like myself.

You have before you a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) which, if
implemented, could cause irreparable harm to the Zane Grey Roadless Area. The DEIS
"Preferred Alternative" recommends road decommissioning. Please accept the
"Preferred Alternative" DEIS, leave the Zane Grey Roadless Area truly roadless, and
create the largest possible Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) for the East
Fork Whisky Creek watershed.

Thanks for the opportunity to include my comments. Sincerely yours,
Gerard G. Gold gee.cube@prodigy.net

156 Gillingham Drive
Newbury, NH 03255

"Russell Frankel'
<russellg@metacrawl To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
er.com> cc:

07/11/02 06:25 PM Subject: Kelsey-Whisky timber sale

Dear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for

for the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale. I am outraged that the BLM is
proposing to log in native and old-growth forests in the Zane
Grey

roadless area.

I believe that:

* the Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected - no
roadbuilding



(temporary or permanent) and no logging!

* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern
Spotted Owl habitat. The habitat of owls and other sensitive
species

should be protected, not logged!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental
Concern

(ACEC) should include the full 2,844 acres

* the logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat
while

increasing fire risk - no more native/old-growth logging!
Thank you for considering my comments. I believe that every
effort

must be made to protect the native forests, roadless areas and
watersheds of the Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully,
Russell Frankel

930 NW 25th Place, #410
Portland, OR 97210

Searching for the best free email? Try MetaCrawler Mail, from the #1
metasearch service on the Web, http://www.metacrawler.com
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"Elizabeth Roberts"
<lizroberts22@hotma To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
il.com> cc:

07/12/02 02:24 AM Subject: important

Dear Ms. Boody,

I'm writing to submit official comments on the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for Mining for the Kelsey- Whisky timber sale.



The DEIS states that the BLM is proposing to log native and old-growth forests in
the name of fire safety. This is a mis-application of fire science, ignoring the
established fact that roadless, mature and old-growth forests are much more fire-
resistant than roaded, previously logged forests. If fire safety is truly a concern,
then ecological fuels reduction should be carried out by trained personnel in a
method demonstrated by the Lomakatsi group near Ashland. In addition, the long-
standing, extremely expensive program of fire suppression on public lands should
be ended, and a program of prescribed burning should be adopted to help restore
the natural balance that public land managers have corrupted.

As a member of the public and a citizen of Oregon, I call upon the BLM to
immediately cancel this proposed sale. The Zane Grey Roadless Area should be
protected permanently from all road building (temporary or permanent) and no
commercial logging should be allowed under any circumstances. If any road work
is to be done is this area, it should be deconstruction of old roads at the perimeter
of the Zane Grey Roadless Area — the 10.4 miles of road decommissioning
proposed in the DEIS "preferred alternative" is a good start but should be
increased.

The Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern Spotted Owl
habitat. With habitat of owls and the other sensitive species should be protected.
The public owns these lands, and the public is overwhelmingly opposed to
logging mature and old-growth forests — especially in our disappearing roadless
areas. In order to protect sensitive habitat, the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of
Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) should include the full 2,844 acres.

As a member of your constituency, I call upon the BLM to spend the public
taxpayer funds that you propose to allocate for the Kelsey- Whisky sale instead on
the scientific research needed to address the restoration of previously logged,
roaded and fire-suppressed public lands.

Thank you for considering my comments. I believe that every effort must be made
to protect the native forests, roadless areas and watersheds of the Siskiyou Wild
Rivers area.

Respectfully,
Elizabeth Roberts
4045 SE Grant Street

Portland, OR 97214

MSN Photos is the easiest way to share and print your photos: Click Here
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"john yoakum"

<yoakum@moose- To: or110mb@or.bim.gov
mail.com> cc:
07/12/02 09:28 AM Subject:

From: John Yoakum
614 SW Jackson #204
Portland, OR 97201
Julu 12, 2002

To:Lynda Boody

Bureau of Land Management
Medford District Office
3040 Biddle Road

Medford, OR 97504

Ms Boody,

Science shows that roadless, mature and old-
growth forests are more fire-resistant than
forests that have been logged, roaded

and "managed." Because of this I'm opposed to
the "Kelsey Whisky" timber sale. Cutting on BLM
lands (and all federal lands) needs to be
restricted to restorative forestry, that is
areas already cut and replanted. These areas
have young stands of trees that are overly dense
and much more suseptable to fire. There are
enormous areas with 15 to 35 year old trees that
must be thinned to reduce fire hazaards. Logging
old-growth and in roadless areas will, over
time, increase fire danger. Please remove

the "Kelsey Whiskey" timber sale from
consideration.

thank you,

John Yoakum

john
Will antibiotics work in 20 years?

End the misuse of Antibiotics:
http://www.care?2.com/go/z/1425
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francis
<francise@internetcd To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
s.com> cc:

07/12/02 10-59 AM Subject: Kelsey Whisky DEIS Comments

Medford BLM:

Could you reply to this email to confirm that you received it. Please pass this
email on to Lynda Broody. Comments on this DEIS are due today. Please accept
these email comments. A hard copy will not follow unless you request it.

Thank you

Wednesday, July 12, 2002

BLM, Medford District
3040 Biddle Road
Medford, Oregon 97504

Attention Sherwood Tubman, Ecosystem Planner
Glendale Field Office

RE: Kelsey Whiskey Timber Sale, DEIS

Dear Lynda Broody

Umpqua Watersheds' members use and enjoy the Zane Gray roadless area, just
over the hill from our watershed. We are concerned with the logging you have
proposed in native, mature, and roadless forests as well as the surrounding area.

We support the hazardous fuels reduction with prescribed burning, but we do not
support commercially logging large trees in the name of fire prevention. You
must recognize that big trees are not the problem -- it is the small trees that you
need to cut for fire risk reduction.



The scoping comments you received on this project asked you to fully protect
roadless areas and older, mature, old-growth forests. Yet you did not develop an
alternative that includes all of these protections. The DEIS must be re-done to
include the most significant issues the public has identified. NEPA requires that
you consider public scoping in the development of alternatives.

There is only one Zane Grey roadless area, and it is under your care. You must
not degrade it in any way on your watch. We will never get another pristine,
unlogged, roadless forest in the Zane Grey area again. Once your preferred
alternative commercializes parts of it, it is all gone forever. This is an irreversible
commitment of a valuable and rare resource (an unroaded, unlogged forest) that
must be fully analyzed in the EIS. If you could bring yourselves to actually
propose logging here, you must fully consider the permanent loss of this valuable
resource to all future generations.

Once you convert a previously unlogged, native forest into a tree plantation, we
have lost that forest forever. You will never allow it to become an old forest
again, as you will continually mine it for wood fiber on a rotational basis. Instead,
the BLM should focus on thinning the many acres you have already converted to
tree-plantations, instead of converting more.

Please withdraw the DEIS, and issue another one that has a clear alternative to
reduce fire potential without building any roads or helicopter landings, without
logging older or bigger trees, without regeneration harvests, and without
degrading Spotted Owl critical habitat. Please decommission more then 10.4
miles of road -- you built too many in the past and you should pay for this now.

Please protect the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental
Concern (ACEC) with more than the 2,844 acres it deserves.

Most importantly, please listen to the public when they ask you to manage our
land in the best interest of the majority public and the wildlife that live there, not
for the few private companies who would like to profit from our land.

Thank you for fully considering these comments in a new DEIS.

Francis Eatherington
Umpqua Watersheds, Inc.

541-673-7649; francise@internetcds.com

please send responses to:
886 Raven Lane, Roseburg, OR 97470
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Don Schuman
<Donangelo@inetare To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
na.com> cc: peter.defazio@mail.house.gov

07/12/02 11:23 AM Subject: Kelsey-Whisky

Dear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for

Mining for the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale. I am outraged that the
BLM is

proposing to log in native and old-growth forests in the Zane
Grey roadless

area.

I believe that:

* the Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected - no
roadbuilding

(temporary or permanent) and no logging!

* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern
Spotted Owl

habitat. The habitat of owls and other sensitive species should
be

protected, not logged!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental
Concern (ACEC)

should include the full 2,844 acres

* the logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat
while

increasing fire risk - no more native/old-growth logging!

Thank you for considering my comments. I believe that every
effort must be

made to protect the native forests, roadless areas and watersheds
of the

Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully,
Don Schuman

I urge Representative DeFazio to:
1) Protect the Zane Grey roadless area by preserving it as
congressionally-designated Wilderness.
2) Seek protection for the larger Siskiyou Wild Rivers area as a
National
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Monument to permanently protect the wild rivers, fish and
heritage of the
area for Oregon's future.

sarah damsell
<sarahdamsell@yaho To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
o.com> cc:

07/12/02 11:54 AM Subject: message from forest lover

Dear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for Mining for the Kelsey-Whisky
timber sale. I am outraged that the BLM is proposing
to log in native and old-growth forests in the Zane
Grey roadless area.

I believe that:

* the Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected - no
roadbuilding (temporary or permanent) and no logging!
* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of
Northern Spotted Owl habitat. The habitat of owls and
other sensitive species should be protected, not
logged!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical
Environmental Concern (ACEC) should include the full
2,844 acres

* the logging of old-growth and mature forests
destroys habitat while increasing fire risk - no more
native/old-growth logging!

Thank you for considering my comments. I believe that
every effort must be made to protect the native
forests, roadless areas and watersheds of the Siskiyou
Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully,
Name:sarah damsell
Address:p.o. box 338 trout lake wa 98650

Do You Yahoo!?
Sign up for SBC Yahoo! Dial - First Month Free
http://sbc.yahoo.com
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"Marion Warfield"
<maemoonl3@hotm To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
ail.com> cc:

07/12/02 01-19 PM Subject: Kelsey-Whisky Timber Public Forest Giveaway

Dear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for Mining for the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale. | am outraged that

the BLM is proposing to log in native and old-growth forests in the
Zane Grey roadless area.

| believe that:

* the Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected - no roadbuilding
(temporary or permanent) and no logging!

* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern
Spotted Owl habitat. The habitat of owls and other sensitive

species should be protected, not logged!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental Concern
(ACEC) should include the full 2,844 acres

* the logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat

while increasing fire risk - no more native/old-growth logging!

Thank you for considering my comments. | believe that every effort
must be made to protect the native forests, roadless areas and
watersheds of the Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully, Marion Warfield

Name: Marion Warfield
Address:10238 N, Leonard St. Portland, OR 97203
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Scott Vasak
<svasak@ccountry.n To: Lynda_Boody@or.blm.gov
et> cc:

07/12/02 03:09 PM Subject: Comment Re Zane Grey

Dear BLM Staff



Scott Vasak
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As a concerned member of the public of the U.S.A. I want to share
the

following about the proposed timber sale on the Zane Grey
Roadless Area and

adjacent lands.

Unroaded areas and ancient forests are becoming more and more
rare in the

U. S. These areas and forests should be kept as they are,
sequestering

carbon, providing plant and animal habitat, and providing
protection for

the watersheds that they inhabit.

I am asking the BLM and its representatives to move briskly to
the task of

restoration of our forests rather than carving them into logging
units that

are too often sold at a net loss. I do not want the public's
forests

managed that way. Restoration creates jobs and does move in the
direction

of real forest health. There is also evidence that fires do not
burn as

intensely in old forests as they do in younger plantations.

I further advocate that there be no more logging in Northern
Spotted Owl

Critical habitat, and that " regeneration" harvests of older
forests be

halted. I am also in favor of the East Fork Whisky Creek ACEC
being

comprised of the full 2,844 acres.

Thanks very much for considering my comments.

Please acknowledge receipt of this e mail.

"Guy Prouty”
<guyprouty@msn.co To: <orl10mb@or.blm.gov>
m> cc:

07/10/02 04:34 PM Subject: Kelsey-Whisky Timber Sale



Dear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Mining for the
Kelsey-Whisky timber sale. | am outraged that the BLM is proposing to log in native and
old-growth forests in the Zane Grey roadless area.

| believe that:

* the Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected - no roadbuilding (temporary or
permanent) and no logging!

* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern Spotted Owl habitat.
The habitat of owls and other sensitive species should be protected, not logged!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) should
include the full 2,844 acres

* the logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat while increasing fire risk -
no more native/old-growth logging!

Thank you for considering my comments. | believe that every effort must be made to
protect the native forests, roadless areas and watersheds of the Siskiyou Wild Rivers
area.

Respectfully,

Guy Prouty, Ph.D
408 Hunsaker

Eugene, Oregon 97404
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aligator
<aligator@mind.net> To: OR110MB@OR.BLM.GOV
cc:

07/10/02 04:37 PM Subject: Zane Grey Roadless Area!

To whom it may concern,

I am furious to learn that the BLM plans to log in the Zane Grey
Roadless
area.

€ The Zane Grey Roadless Area should be left alone — No Roads and
N o

Logging. € The BLM should cease logging spotted owl critical
habitat.

Spotted owls, salmon and other wildlife that depend on older
forests can't

tolerate more habitat destruction. € Regeneration cutting
(a.k.a.

clearcutting) of older forests increases fire hazards. No logging
of big,
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old trees. € The East Fork Whisky Creek ACEC should include the
full 2,844

acres. € The 10.4 miles of road decommissioning proposed in the
DEIS

"preferred alternative" is a good start but should be increased.

Please note that I have spent much time in the area kayaking,
rafting, and
hiking up the side creeks. This place should not be logged.

Thanks for your time,
Alice Di Micele
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"May I Be Kindness. May I be patience and hope. May I be
healing. Even my
enemies I will give my love." (chorus to "Promise Of The
Sun")
my website is at http://www.alicedimicele.com Check it

out!
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Christine Perala
<perala@pacifier.co To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
m> cc:

07/10/02 05:08 PM Subject: Kelsey-Whisky timber sale

Dear Ms. Boody,

I'm writing concerning the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for Mining
for the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale.

The DEIS clearly states that the BLM is proposing to log in
native and

old-growth forests in the Zane Grey roadless area, in the name of
fire

safety. This is a mis-application of fire science cloaking out
of date

clear-cut logging policy, and an astonishing appropriation of
public money



for private gain. This theft of public resources violates
federal

standards and is a betrayal of the public trust. Logging the
Zane Grey

roadless area for timber "harvest" is like melting down the
Statue of

Liberty for scrap metal.

As a member of the public and a citizen of Oregon, I call upon
the BLM to

halt this sale at once. The Zane Grey Roadless Area should be
protected

permanently from all road building (temporary or permanent) and
no logging

should be allowed under any circumstances. If any road work is
to be done

is this area, it should be deconstruction of old roads at the
perimeter of

the Zane Grey Roadless Area. If fire safety is truly a concern,
then

ecological fuels reduction should be carried out by trained
personnel such

as the Lomakatsi group has demonstrated near Ashland.

The Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern
Spotted Owl

habitat. The habitat of owls and the many other sensitive species
should be

protected. If the BLM is concerned about increasing logging
yields, there

are thousands of acres of BLM land in need of thinning for fuels
reduction

- witness the fires in Colorado and Arizona this summer as
evidence of not

implementing fuels reduction in regrown clear cut forest lands.

The East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental Concern
(ACEC)

should include the full 2,844 acres. As a member of your
constituency, I

call upon the BLM to stop all logging of native, old growth, late
seral

forest. We need these few remaining stands to conduct the
scientific

research to understand how mature forests function. Please spend
the

public taxpayer funds that you propose to allocate for the
Kelsey-Whisky

sale instead on the scientific research needed to address
recovery of

mature forest from clear cut regrowth forest lands.

Thank you for considering my comments. I believe that every
effort must be



made to protect the native forests, roadless areas and watersheds
of the
Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.

Respectfully,

Dr. Christine Perala
WaterCycle Inc

34969 Skogan Rd
Sandy Oregon 97055
503.826.1839
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"Adrienne Sturbois"
<adrienne@nwei.org To: <orl10mb@or.bim.gov>
> cc:

07/10/02 05:10 PM Subject: Mining in Kelsey-Whiskey timber sale

Please respond to
adrienne

Dear Ms. Boody,

These are my comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for Mining

for the Kelsey-Whisky timber sale. I am outraged that the BLM is

proposing

to log in native and old-growth forests in the Zane Grey roadless
area.

I believe that:

* the Zane Grey Roadless Area should be protected - no
roadbuilding

(temporary or permanent) and no logging!

* the Kelsey-Whisky sale would degrade 1,259 acres of Northern
Spotted Owl

habitat. The habitat of owls and other sensitive species should
be

protected, not logged!

* the East Fork Whisky Creek Area of Critical Environmental
Concern (ACEC)

should include the full 2,844 acres

* the logging of old-growth and mature forests destroys habitat
while

increasing fire risk - no more native/old-growth logging!

Thank you for considering my comments. I believe that every
effort must be

made to protect the native forests, roadless areas and watersheds
of the
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Siskiyou Wild Rivers area.
Respectfully,

Adrienne Sturbois

3142 N. Portland Boulevard
Portland, OR 97217
503/283-4135

Cheyne Cumming
<cheynec@yahoo.co To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
m> cc:

07/10/02 09:29 PM Subject: Stop Kelsey Whiskey timber sale now

Please put a stop to the Kelsey Whiskey timber sale. I am a
voter and a

taxpayer and do not want the logging of old growth trees to
continue. I

have grandchildren that I want to have the opportunity to know
what a

forest is. Do not build roads in this area.

Thank you for listening and hopefully heeding my plea.
Sincerely,
Cheyne Cumming

Do You Yahoo!?
Sign up for SBC Yahoo! Dial - First Month Free
http://sbc.yahoo.com

wilbec4@aol.com

To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov

cc:

Subject: Kelsey-Whisky Timber Sale

07/10/02 10:36 PM

Please do not allow the logging of this rare area. Clear cutting
is not

sustainable to the environment OR to loggers jobs. We only get
one chance to
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make the right choice. What will be destroyed will not and cannot
be rebuilt.

I may not have your level of education or income, but I've
studied at the New

York Botanical Garden School of Horticulture. This area is
complex and

valuable in terms that do not include money. Thank you for your
time. Rebecca

P. Wilmore.

"Ogden Kellogg Jr"
<cindraog@connpoin To: <orl10mb@or.bim.gov>
t.net> cc:

07/12/02 03:26 PM Subject: Zane Grey roadless area

| wish to comment on the Kelsey-Whiskey DEIS. | have reviewed this document, and find
it lacking in certain key ways. The Zane Grey roadless area is one of the best loved and
most visited unprotected wilderness areas in the entire United States. The DEIS should
put the wilderness values of the Rogue River canyon first. No action should be taken
which would reduce the size of the Zane Grey roadless area. Eventually, the Zane Grey
roadless area will almost certainly be added to the Wild Rogue Wilderness. This is
important. Please don't mess up!

Thanks for listening.

Ogden Kellogg
3444 Upper River Road
Gold Hill, OR 97525
541-855-7373

Larry Laitner
<llaitner@mind.net> To: orl10mb@or.bim.gov
cc:

7/12/02 03:59 PM . .
07/12/02 03:59 Subject: Comments on Kelsey Whisky DEIS

These comments are submitted for Riverhawks and represent the consensus of the
Riverhawks members.



Riverhawks is opposed to any decision that includes any clearcutting
(regeneration harvest) in the Rogue River canyon. We also are opposed to any
severe logging that is disguised as "thinning". The DEIS fails to adequately
consider the long term effects of clearcutting on the potential for catastrophic fires
in the Rogue canyon. The DEIS also fails to adequately consider the cumulative
potential for sedimentation as a result of the logging that is proposed in the DEIS
as well as the sedimentation that might result from the intense fires that might be
expected with the young even aged stands of timber that will follow the
clearcutting.

We suggest that there is a potential plan that would allow forest health to be
improved without stripping the forest of its large trees either in "regeneration
harvests" or "commercial thinning". Since the BLM has not presented such a plan
we have no alternative but to support the no action alternative. If some
modification was made to proposal 4 to address some of the above concerns,
Riverhawks might support many of the components of proposal 4.

Submitted for Riverhawks by
Larry Laitner
801 Pinecrest

Ashland, OR 97520
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