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bjet@efn.org 0

12/30/200301 :07 PM

To: shaytor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(bjet@efn.org) on Tuesd~y, December 30, 2003 at 16:07:42

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Bob J. Taylor

address: P.O. Box 967 Creswell, OR 97426

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.

.

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.'
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designat~ di££erent trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



CY
edbike 1@aol.com 0

12/30/2003 03:38 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or .blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(edbikel@aol.com) on Tuesday, December 30, 2003 at 18:38:14

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Edwin S. Johnson

address: 260 Boden St. Junction City Or',97448

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of .the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? . Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging y~areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



@
jimicarl@aol.com 0

12/30/2003 07:14 PM

Ta: shaylor@realestatechampians.cam, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or.blm.gav
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(jimicarl@aol.com) on Tuesday, December 3D, 2003 at 22:14:31

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Dave C. Black

address: P.O. Box 107, Cheshire, OR 97419

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as suppbrtive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annua'lly with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: BLM, USFS, Oregon state Forestry, and even private land owners need
to reflect on their civic responsibilities-to accomodate the increasing need
for outdoors motorized recreation. Decreasing opportunities in the face of
increasing demand will result iri an administrative nightmare with over-use &
substantial damage to the small areas reserved for such use, and rampant
unauthorized use in restricted areas. Rather than reduce the amount of
recreation lands or compromising future opportunities for such lands...,
please work with local OHV groups to establish, maintain, police and improve
more such recreation opportunities. It's a fact that every OHV recreation
area has it's roots before OHV restrictions became a political reality, with
small groups of users establishing trail systems in areas where they were out
of the public's eye and out of harm's way. That will continue especially with
more constrained opportunities. This is probably not controllable without mil
litant government enforcement. The best option is to work with users to try

and develop more opportunities where they would develop anyway.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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glouglou@juno .com 0

12/31/200307:14 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or .blm.gov
cc:

Su~ect COMACandBLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(glouglou@juno.com) on Wednesday, December 31, 2003 at 10:14:17

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Mike Sheetz

address: 1890 S 60th Street

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in th~ areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe. limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanagi:o:g-:your:areas and attempting to des:tgnate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: Let's not bow to false accusationst or alarmist extreme movements to
restrict legitimate recreation.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

,.;



@)
gjw@efn .org 0

12/31/200307:15 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(gjw@efn.org) on Wednesday, December 31, 2003 at 10:15:56

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: George Worthington

address: POB 592, Monroe, OR 97456

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be On record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7.of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing,no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas current~y, where will that use
go?' Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents. .

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use. is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submi t: Submi t

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



@
kace43@hotmail.com 0

12/31/200308:26 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
C~

.

Subject: CO MAG and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(kace43@hotmail.com1 on Wednesday, December 31, 2003 at 11:26:05

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Kace Allen

address: 78319 Swanson Ln, Cottage Grove, OR 97424

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would .like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.

.

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Pr~neville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of .

the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the .same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



@)

m/cgril@wmconnect .co
mO

01/02/200401:37PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

:Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(m/cgril@wmconnect.com) on Friday, Januaxy 2, 2004 at 16:37:10

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Danielle Barrell

address: 11576 Grouse lane NE Aurora, oregon 997002

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetatjon management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel.that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.

'

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the' Tana'and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



@
na.,.""'

,
"""

'
.,~

f~'. '. .

otbg@gorge .net ()

01/02/200404:01 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: GOMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(otbg@gorge.net) on Friday, January 2, 2004 at 19:01:05

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Scott S. Doubravsky

address: P.O. box 15821 25 Rimrock rd

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented; This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no 'assurances BLM w{ll ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land. .
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of

_the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: I have been r~ding i~ Bend for over 20 years.Living in
Goldendale, WA., it is a 3+ hour drive to four courners or China Hat. During
those 20 years, the trail usage has gone up as the available trails have gone
down. Pushing expanding ridership into contracting trail systems has the
foregone outcome of causing trail impacts that reflect poorly on the users,
through no fault of their own. In my own private riding areasl I try to rotate
trails every few years to give the ground a break. I find this approach
rebuilds the trails over several years, along with judicious help from
equipment.

"Bigger trail systems benefit the trails & riders AND WIDLIFE! The bigger
systems mean less people on a given trail per day and less stress on the
animals. NOWHERE have I ever read where wildlife stays out of high-impact
areas. They will be in and around the high-impact areas and sooner or later,
someone will decide there is a conflict. However, through my 20+ years of
logging, I have found the wildlife grow accustomed to the noise and bustle. A
larger trail system would spread and lower the contacts and stress on
wildlife.Limiting and contracting the trail systems is a self-defeating action
that will only reflect badly on the ORV community, while doing little to
actually protect wildlife.

'

The other concern is that as the general public gets the feeling that their
efforts are worthless and that eventually ALL their riding areas will be
closed, lawlessness will reign. Seeing nothing to lose, riders will begin to
violate "sensitive" areas because they think the environmental movements' true
purpose is to shut them down completely. Even the appearance of that action
causes people to re-examine their feelings about whether it is worth the
effort or

"
ride where I want because they are going to lock me out anyway! II



@
One of the contributing causes to this mentality is to close an area for

"evaluation". Rarely is an area ever re-opened after this step is taken, and
riders react accordingly.

The environmental attitude is that wildlife is disturbed more by vehicles
then by traffic on foot. I think this belittles the intelligence of the
animals, as they can perceive what poses a threat to them and a human on foot
is more likely a threat then a vehicle going down a road or trail.

During all the years I logged, it was always uncanny how the deer would
hang around our woods operations without a care, but would disappear several
days before hunting season!

.

In closing, please weigh motorized recreation as heavily as environmental or
passive recreation. After all, isn't our country for everyone? Not just those
with the time and money to put their stamp on how we all should live?

Thank You.
Scott Doubravsky

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

-_.-
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shedevl98T J@comcast. . To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
net 0 cc:
01/03/200401:31AM

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(shedev198TJ@comcast.net) on Saturday, January 3, 2004 at 04:31:06

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Linda Castleberry

address: 10906 NE 77th Circle, Vancouver, WA 98662

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land,
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow.for the best use of

-i=--~ne:land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



@)

a"""
"

",",
.
~
~",:

( .
I

. I

royxr40@aol.com 0
01/03/200408:05 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: CO MAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(royxr40@aol.com) on SaturdaYr January 3, 2004 at 11:05:56

'--------------------------------------------------------

name: Ronald Ryberg

address: 61210 Bighorn Ct.

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of moto~ized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon~
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currentlYr where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible roa~ trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a'designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

~--

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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cactus 97701 @yahoo .co
mO

01/03/200409:30AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(cactus97701@yahoo.com) on Saturday, January 3, 2004 at 12:30:22

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: chris Bischoff

address: 23150 Roland PI

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail-system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submi t: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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nniller2001 @earthlink.n
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01/03/200410:30 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc: .

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It ~as submitted by
(rmiller2001@earthlink.net) on Saturday, January 3, 2004 at 13:30:18

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Ron Miller

address: 16335 Sw Dove Road. Crooked River Ranch. Ore 97760

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative ELM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the.
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.

.

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: The BLM needs to start recognizing the OHV users have a viable part
in the overall picture. Please quit making us look like the bad guys and
recognize us for who we really are. I have been using these areas and other
areas in Central Oregon for over 30 years and it saddens me that your agency
leans so much towards the Antis-this and that and doesn't put the OHV users on
the same playing field. Yes if we have trails and areas to play and have fun
whats that going to do to the environment? It hasn't hurt it in 30 years so
whats my kids and Grandkids going to have in another 30 Years? NOT VERY
MUCH!!!! Please start looking at both sides of the fence and quit standing
just on one side!!! 11

Submit: Submit

,-----------------------------------------
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uresummers@aol .com

0
01/03/2004 12:47 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(uresummers@aol.com) on Saturday, January 3, 2004 at 15:47:45

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: scott summers

address: 2442 nw 101st In

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the_b~t~se of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By

. .

micromanaging your areas. and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: 'Submit-

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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rodewarrior@comcast .n
et 0

01/03/200403:36PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(rodewarrior@comcast.net) on Saturday, January 3,- 2004 at 18:36:12

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: James Marshall

address: 11008 SE Clinton St.

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to'be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management. in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow f~r the best use of
the land and for a des'ignat-ed~trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit'

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



(§
bc@teleport .com ()

01/03/200403:57 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(bc@teleport.com) on Saturday, January 3, 2004 at 18:57:44

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Bill Beane

address: 13067 SW 63rd PL Portland, OR 97219

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a ~esignated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

~ ~---
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ebewley@zukiworld .co
mO

01/03/200404:08PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(ebewley@zukiworld.com) on Saturday, January 3, 2004 at ~9:08:35

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Eric Bewley

address: PO BOX 555, Corvallis, OR 97339

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not 'adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $~8 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and'for a designated trail system that will succeecr.--13y:
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submi t : -Submi t

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



@
jakepalmberg@shaw .ca

0
01/03/200404:39 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper.,..deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(jakepalmberg@shaw.ca) on Saturday, January 3, 2004 at 19:39:18

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Jake Palmberg

address: 310 Sumac Road east Kelowna BC Can

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim P9licy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on ELM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a desJrgnated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our ~se will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: A Free country means , Freedom!
Denying access is Not Freedom!

Jake palmberg

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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n7yix@charter .net 0

01/03/200406:03 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Su~ect COMACandBLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(n7yix@charter.net) on Saturday, January 3, 2004 at 21:03:51

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Dennis Dee Hurt

address: 13720 kann springs keno,or

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing-use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
.Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a depignated trail system that will succeed. By .

micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: We moved here for the great out door~ and op-en public lands and I
would like t9 keep it that way,public.not everyone is healthy enough to hike
across oregon,Me nor my Wife and we should not be penalized for our physical
handicap. '

.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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meredyth@charter ,net

0
01/03/200406:12 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions ,com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or,blm,gov
cc:

Su~ect COMACandBLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(meredyth@charter.net) on Saturday, January 3, 2004 at 21:12:17

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Meredyth Hurt

address: 13720 kann springs keno,or

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the ~and and for a designated trail system that.will succeed. B~

-

micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: I believe that different trails designation will ultimately diminish
our ability to see our public lands in person. Not all americans are marathon
runners and our vehicles are needed in order to enjoy the great outdoors
instead of being cooped up in a 8 X 10 room.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



([9
wilkhouse@netzero .net

0
01/04/200408:10 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(wilkhouse@netzero.net) on Sunday, January 4, 2004 at 11:10:15

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: STEVE WILKINSON

address: 6007 EASTWOOD PL ,BOISE IDAHO 83716

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLMlands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adeqqately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit -

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



(jji)
maryjo@archcape .com

0
01/04/2004 11 :38 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(maryjo@archcape.com) on Sunday, January 4, 2004 at 14:38:46

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Mary Jo Mosby

address: 2175 SE Meadowlark Drive, Hillsboro, OR 97123

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We. do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: I am a person that loves to drive back country roads and am a
responsible person that cleans up my trash and others as well, and I do not
drive across country to tear up the land. If you must close up the lands,
please consider an alternative permit system that would limit access, but not
close it, or a revenue generating permit system.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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"Anne Mastin 11

<gag72@earthlink .net>

01/04/2004 05:22 PM
Please respond to
gag72

To: Upper_Deschutes_RMP@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: RMP

Gart Gump
gag72@earthlink.net

A$ an off road motorcyclist I do not like to see my riding oportunities decrease. 1have been riding in the RMP area for over 20 yrs. In that time

the number of users has increased dramaticaly. Central Oregon draws many riders from outside our area. The BLM has acess to OHV Funds and
I feel a lot can be done to maintain good trails. I feel that closing the area east of Cline Buttes Hway is bad because it is a favorate of mine and
many others. I also feel that it is a mistake to close the Felony Flats area ,I realize this is a problem area, but I belive if it is closed it will get
totally trashed by illegal dumping or all of the stupidity will be moved across the canal.

~_.-
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ktm3805v@hotmail.com

0
01/04/2004 06:38 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(ktm3805v@hotmail.com) on SundaYf January 4f 2004 at 21:38:47

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Doug Wade

address: .1487 E. DobermanSt. Meridian'f Id 83642

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to. be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currentlYf where will that USe
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a des~gnated:trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails'for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: The land belongs to'the public and access for recreation should not
be denied but managed.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



jeff@indalloyfab .com ()

01/04/2004 09:23 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMACand BlM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(jeff@indalloyfab.com) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 00:23:20

@3)

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Jeffrey Jensen

address: 11375 NW BLACKHAWK DR PORTLAND OR

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.

.

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for ~ designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

'------------------------------------------------------------
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dpettis@hotmail .com ()

01/05/200406:19 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
c~ .

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(dpettis@hotmail.com) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 09:19:29

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Doug Pettis

address: 2718 NW 3rd Way, Battle Ground, WA 98604

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system. '

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and fee~ that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and' prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually &#8211; the increasing use is not reflected in
the severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
'Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By

-- --
'micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different tra~ls for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submi t :
-

Submi t-

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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eric.kangas@hp.com 0
01/05/200407:18 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper _deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(eric.kangas@hp.com) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 10:18:09

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Eric Kangas

address: 18607 NE 234th st, Battle Ground, WA, 98604

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as ,supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no 'assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will,that use

" go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
lipted at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations 'to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of

.the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging Youlr areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: As a steward of public lands, the BLM should manage the lands in a
way to provide opportunities to all US citizens as the land belongs to all US
citizens. The BLM should provide a balanced plan for everyone to use the
land, not an exclusionary plan to shut out some groups. Please make the land
available to all usage including motorized trail usage. '

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



@J
sales@promotobillet .co
mO

01/05/200407:32AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Su~ect: COMACandBLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(sales@promotobillet.com) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 10:32:15

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Lynn Hodges

address: 837 N. Mitchell St. Boise, ID 83704

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recre~tion on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is'proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed.The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. _uBY

micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit :--submit

"---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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mhoag@comcast .net 0
01/05/200408:25 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(mhoag@comcast.net) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 11:25:45

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Michael L Hoag

address: 3142 NE 52nd Ave

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sa'les of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.

'

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a desig~ated trail system that will sugceed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions; .

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Crook County

300 N.E. 3rd Street. Prineville, Oregon 97754
Phone (541) 447-6555. FAX (541) 416-3891
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December 8, 2003

U.S. Bureau of Land Management
Prineville District Office'
ATTN: Teal PUlTington
3050 NE Third St.
Prineville, OR 97754

This letter is to transil1it fOl111alCOlllillentsfrom the Crook County Court, goveming body of
Crook County, Oregon, regarding the draft Upper Deschutes Basin Resource Management Plan.
The Court met with representatives of the Bureau of Land Management on Dec. 3,2003, for the
purpose of reviewing the prefelTed alternative, and this letter is intended to sunIDlarize and
supplement the concerns raised 'at that meeting.

~--

The comments of the governing body are as follows:

The Court notes with concern the omission from Appendix B, "PlalIDing Criteria/Legislative
Constraints," of Executive Orders 12875, "Enhancing the Intergovel111l1entalPartnership";
Executive Order 13132, "Federalism"; and Executive Order 12866, "Regulatory Planning and
Review." Although an Executive Order regarding relationships between federal agencies and
tribes is specifically called out in the appendix, the omission of similar orders governing
relationships between agencies and local government gives us pause and leads us to wonder if
the plan was constructed with an eye toward compliance with these orders. It is difficult to see
how this could have been accomplished if the existence of the orders was not recognized as the
altel11ativeswere developed. We value the emphasis placed by various Administrations on the
local, state and federal relatiol1ship,\and we urge that prior to.final adoption of the plan, the
altel11ativesbe reviewed carefully for compliance with the relevant 'orders.

We especially urge consideration of whether altematives have adequately provided for
"alternatives to direct regulation, hwluding providing economic incentives to encourage the
desired behavior, such as user fees or marketable pernlits, or providing infonllation upon which
choices can be made to the public"l and whether "the costs of enforcement and compliance (to
the govenIDlent, regulated entities and the public), flexibility, distributive impacts, and equity
have been adequately weighed during the process.,,2 We are concemed that the.plan seems

1Executive Order 12866, Section 1(b)(3)
2 Executive Order 12866, Section 1(b)(5)

Scott R. Cooper, Judge. Mike McCabe, County Commissioner. Mike J. Mohan, County Commissioner
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heavily weighted toward recreational interests and the interest of citizens of more urbanized and
wealthier counties located within the plalming area.

As evidence of the validity of this concern, we point to the treatment of grazing in the common-
to-all altematives. Whereas the plan specifically identifies livestock grazing, mining, recreation
and timber harvest as potentially impactive of riparian areas3 all management stTategies focus on.
the modification of grazing activity.4 To identify the need for modification of grazing permits as

, the only solutionto reducingripariandegradationseemspremature to us. The root cause of the
issue has apparently been prejudged, although in fact, recreational use may cause equal or greater
damage than livestock to sel"!-sitiveareas.

We also note with complete puzzlement the extremely limited reference to a University of
Oregon studl c01l11lTIssionedspecifically for.purposes of analyzing the social and economic
importance of the planning area-a study which we had expected would be used to craft
altematives. Such reference as there is appears on page 232 and reports data regionally rather
than locally. We believe that the u~e--9..fregionalrather than local data strongl:r-djstorts the actual
understanding of how public lands are used by specific communities.

Ofpmiicular concern is how the public lands are used for subsistence purposes. The draft
Resource Management Plan dismisses subsistence use with the following statement: "Of all
respondents, 11 (1.6 percent) indicated that they rely on BLM-adniinistered land as their sole
means ofincome.,,6 This statement highly distorts the economic impOliance of public lands for a
segment of the Central Oregon population. The same study which BLM uses to downplay the
economic value of public lands also states that a remarkable "43 percent of low income residents
rely on BLM lands for subsistence."? Yet, we cannot find this statement called out anywhere in
the analysis, nor do any of the alternatives address the importance of preserving subsistence use
of the land. Since this very statistic was balled out by Crook County during the planning process
we can only assume that the plan's drafters are deliberately ignoring its significance.8 We are
particularly concerned about statistics such as this because ofthe disparity in income between

3Appendix A, Altematives Described in Detail (Draft), page 10, referencing Water Quality Objective H-4.
4 Appendix A, Altematives Described in Detail (Draft), pages 9, 10, 11,
s 2001 Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan Social Values Survey (Draft), March 2002, Community
PlaJmingNYorkshop,CommunityServiceCenter,Universityof Oregon .

6Draft Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan and Enviroilll1ental Impact Statement, Chapter 3, Volume 2,
October 2003, p. 232
7 Ibid, p. 3-12
8email correspondence, Crook County Judge Scott R. Cooper and Mollie Chaudet, March 14, 2002
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residents of Crook and Deschutes Counties, a fact which is well documented in the 2000 censUS,
the Central Oregon Community Investment Plan and the U. ofO. study.

Finally, we urge consideration of whether the plan has attempted to "harmonize Federal
regulatory actions with related State, local, and tTibalregulatory and other govemmental
functions" For example, we note with concem that the proposed protection standard for eagles9
includes a ~- Y2.mile buffer around eagle's nests, as opposed to the county's standard of ~-mi1e
and a January-August seasonal closure of the buffer areas, versus the county's Jan. 1 to May 31
closure period. We also note with concern that Crook County is presently planning construction
of a road connecting the Juniper Canyon/Davis Loop area into highway 27, potentially across
BLM lands or possibly through a pOliion of the Wild and Scenic River corridor around the
Crooked River. The absence of any mention of this plan gives us pause.

- ,--:Also giving us pause is the general paucity of data regarding Crook County ~opulation,
"

demographics and growth contained in tIle Social and Economic Overview1 . In this regard, we
note the following concems:

While the rapid population growth of Bend and Redmond are called out for special
consideration, the special circumstances related to the distribution of population around
Prineville arejgnored. In fact, a1tho~gh Prineville is the only incorporated population center in
Crook County, the majority of county residents live outside the city limits. Thus, any discussion
of population growth and any projection of its potential impact on BLM lands which limits itself
only to the City of Prineville is incomplete. The area around Prineville is of critical concem and
must be examined in the context of its potential impact upon federal lands and federal lands '
corresponding potential impact on'that area. Information about population distribution can be
i-eadily obtained from the Crook County GIS department.

In the discussion related toetlmicity, it is barely mentioned that the non-White population of the,
Crook County is growing. Conspicuously absent is any mention ofthe disparate economic
condition of the minority pop~lation, which may well utilize public lands to a greater degree (and
thus be more burdened by regulation). Information on the economic condition of minorities
relative to the general population is available through the U.S. census and through the Crook
County COl11missionon Children and Families. Infon-nation about the relationship between
minorities and utilization of public lands for subsistence may be available through the U. ofO.
study.

9Appendix A, Altematives Described in Detail (Draft), page 5~referencing Wildlife, Objective W-l
10Draft Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement, Chapter 3, Volume 2,
October 2003, p. 227
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In the section labeled "income" data is reported on a "regionalized" basis~a reporting enor
which sharply distorts the county-by-county distribution of wealth. The characterization of the
regional population as "relatively wealthy" retirees and in-migrating baby-boomer populationl 1

may be accurate to Deschutes County, but is not characteristic of Crook County. Likewise,
dismissive commentary that transfer payments throughout the region are about the same as for
the state fails to capture the substantially higher dependence of Crook County residents (who are
significantly older than Deschutes County residents, according to the census) on those paynlents.
Again, this broad generalization risks understating the importance of use of the public lands for
subsistence purpos'es by residents of the respective counties.

. ,

In that section labeled "Revenue Sharing With Local Governments" an analysis of PILT
(Payment In Lieu of Taxes) revenues provided to local government by the federal go,remment
fails to consider that PILT revenues to county General Funds have been sharply impacted in
recent years by the interaction between payments made to counties under P.L. 106-393 and PILT
payments.~Among nine counties in Oregon, Crook County is the most severely impacted, seeing
its drop from a high of nearly $800,000 to $170,812 in the current fiscal year. Thus, the
statement that BLM lands contribute an estimated $126,000 annually based a quarter ownership
of the public lands located within the county is grossly inaccurate. Presentation of accUfate data
is very important in this plan since in the selection of competing alternatives BLM is required to
considered to consider to costs and benefits not only to the agency and to the public but to local
government as welL

In that section regarding industries, data regarding Deschutes and Crook Counties are once again
aggregated, consequently masking the enormous difference between the two counties. Where
wood products is indeed becoming a "niche" industry in Deschutes County, it remains a vibrant
'and vital part of the Crook County economy, accounting for an estimated 13 percent of
employment countywide in the last Oregon Dept. of Employment Report.l2 In addition, two
secondary wood-products manufacturers are among the top five employers in the county. This is
an industry which, while in decline, can hardly be characterized as "niche"in this county, as it is
characterized in the plan.13The importance of this characterization is that the wood products
industry is heavily dependent upon transportation routes which can carry significant freight
loads. Adding to the importance of this issue is the fact that the Les Schwab Tire Co. employs

lJ Ibid, p. 229
]2

Central Oregon Labor Trends, Oregon Employment Dept., November 2003, p. 8, reporting covered employment
and payroll for September 2003

'13Draft Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement, Chapter 3, Volume 2,
October 2003, p. 232. '
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almost as many people in Prineville, maintains its regional distribution centers here and is even
more dependent than wood products companies on adequate transportation routes. Regrettably,
the Les Schwab Co. or the wholesale trade industry sector which it is the primary component of
is omitted entirely in the analysis. Since some of these all-importanttransportation routes,
existing and contemplated, must cross BLM lands we find any omission of reference in the
proper context of their importance to the Crook County community is a deeply troubling. It is
clear that the transportation needs of Crook County-based industry may not have been
considered in the selection of altematives.

The same paragraph devotes considerable attention to the importance of the destination resort
industry in Deschutes County while mystifyingly omitting any reference to the fact that Crook
County two years ago passed a destination-resort siting ordinance and has currently approved
construction of its first resort which happens to be in the proximity ofBLM land. It may well be
that developers considering additional developments of this nature in Crook County (with
associated economic impacts) may well need to collaborate with the-BEM~t()site their facilities
and the fact that the analysisaii.d various altematives omit any reference to this potential shows a
lack of adequateconsiderationof this possibility. .

In conclusion, we would note that principle sources of economic data available to the agency
(IMPLAN and Oregon Employment Dept. statistics) are readily available on a county-by-county
basis. These data sets should be examined independently of regional data. Additionally, we note

- with concem that mid-processin the developmentof the ResourceManagementPlall,.,the active
use of the workgroup on Economic and Social impacts (as well as Land Use impacts) was
downgraded/discontinued. This leads us to believe that economic considerations were not given
parity in the consideration of altematives vis a vis other component considerations.

Having described those areas where Crook County has COl1cemsabout the plan, we do support
certain decisions. '

We appreciate the effort to develop a matrix to evaluate grazing impacts on allotments.

We appreciate the effort to retire grazing allotments through voluntary closure.

- We appreciate the removal of the Crooked River wild and scenic river con"idor as an ACEC.
. ,

We appreciate the recognition given to the Powell Buttes as a scenic resource (and encourage the
BLM to actively and aggressively seek an access to public lands surrounding the buttes.
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We appreciate the effort to set land aside for militalY uses (and encourage further efforts to
recognize the all-consuming importance of a well prepared national defense)

We appreciate the steadfast position taken by the BLM in preserving the multiple-use concept for
BLM lands.

. Thank you for the opportunity to COlmnent.We stalld ready to assist you in the further
refinement of analysis and alte11latives.

Sincerely,

3~~£L-
Scott R. Cooper
Crook County Judge --- -

Cc: Robert Towne, Deschutes Field Manager, Prineville, USDI
CommissionerMike McCabe' .

~onmlissioner Mike Mohan
Sarah Thomas, Provincial Advisory.Com111ittee
Bill Zelenka, Crook County Planning Director
Penny Keller, Crook County Road111aster
Tim DeBoodt, OSU/Crook County Extension
Mike Lunn, Crook County Natural Resources Plalming Committee
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. I wouldliketo commitonyour 10yr. plan for theBLM. Jama
non-motorized user. I horse-back ride and hike on the BLM.

Reduced use of motorized vehicles is good in most places. The wildlife and
land is less impacted. But motorized use on existing open roads is fine. Closed
roads should be preferably singed and monitored. The Powell Buttes should be
closed to motorized vehicles because of the limited amount of land available.

Trail head parking and camping at the various units is a good idea~.'..Itkeeps "
ryeople in a designated areas. But signs as tQ~:ype ~f use and where people
,Iango will be critical. I especially like what you prepose to do with the
Northwest unit, that will be good fotu~~rs. .

The idea of obtaining land to connect to the larger portions of the BLM is a
great idea. The greatest need is in the Powell Buttes, if there is going to be
continued use-of the Buttes.

. .

Grazing on most of if not all of the BLM should be limited if not
eliminated. The land is mostly overgrazed and needs time to recover.

The Badlands should be managed as a wildness. But failing to obtain that
determination, the Badlands should be a non-motorized are!!,.'I.e .:~

Shooting should be limited to hunting or designated..sig£t; only in all of the
BLM. There very few safe places to shoot. And damage to the trees and the
land is extensive. .

I thank-you for trying to improve the outdoor experience for the users of the
BLM.

Margie Gregory
36663 Chaparrel Dr. '
Bend, Or. 97701
382-8277

'.-i
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Bureau of Land Managelnent,
Prineville District Office
3050 NE Third St.
Prineville, Oregon 97753

Upper Deschutes RMP Te81n,

As a concell1ed citizen that recreates in Oregon I would like to be on record as sup-
portive of motorized recreation on BLM lahds in Oregon, especially Central Oregon.

I .
I

,
-

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our sport and
the users as there are no assurances BLM ~ill ever have the resources to put together a
designated trail system in the areas proposed. The aggressivev~getation management-
inAlt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will negatively impact a proposed trail systeln.

I do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel t~at providing no motor-
ized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake.
There is use occUlTingin those ateas CUITently,where will that use go? This is espe-
cially critical for the Lapine and Prineville ai'earesidenis.

--

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equiplnent listed
at $18 billion 81111ually- the increasing use is not only not reflected in the severe
limitations propose'd for OHV use on BLM land, it appears to be prejudicially
discriminated against the recreation.

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density criteria to allow for the best use of
the land, 811dfor a designated trail system that will succeed. Micromallaging YOUl"areas'
and attelnpting to designate differenttrails for several different uses in the same areas
l118nagelnentwill fail, 811dultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Continued on page 2



BLM Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft - My specific area issues,
and objections;

In regard to Cline Buttes:
i;

"
; .","',

Pecks Milkvetch ACEC expansion -11ot what general consensus was during issue
'team discussions. Increase ,of 6,000 acres impacts historical OHV use to a~
unacceptable level.. ",'i,~i' .

Separate systems for motorized and nonmotorized is not realistic and a pre-
scription for failure. It will polarize the users, decrease every ones area of usage,
does not support a multiple-use philosophy, micromanages the area, and will increase
conflicts 8l11ongusers. You should be questioning the-goals your agency followed that"
led you to propose a "solution" such as this. '

The management direction in Alt. 7 is unrealistic and beyond the scope of BLM
administrative resources.

The Tumalo canals are thought to be some of the best riding areas in the area
and too important to the users to close.

The Plan will not accommodate current use in Cline B~ttes, and does not ad-
dress increased use/demand for the life of the plan. This is not logical, and it is
not good scientific problelll solving.

The Interim Plan is not defined enough for COlmnent.

) ~ -

In regard to Lapine:.

Closure of historically open designation in all of BLM land bordering La pine,
except Rosland Play area is not possible to implement with current resources
nor necessary for wildlife concerns. Wildlife does not need ALL of the planning
area. Area residents will be dramatically illlpacted without due cause.

Snowmobiling needs to be exempt from the limitations completely.

Continued on page 3



In regard to South Milican:

Issue team discussion of the area proposed an increase in the seasonal use that
is not noted in Alt 7. August thruApril would be a necessary addition to recreational
oppOliunities considering all the recreational oppOliunities Alt 7 takes from l1.10torized
recreation and it would not negatively impact wildlife conce111S.

In regard to Badlands:

This area is not critical habitat or deer winter range and ODF & W did not have issue
with usage in the Badlands. If wildlife concerns are minimal, ifis not good man-
agement to close it to OHV u'se due to social issues unrelated to the use, i.e.,
fence cutting, garbage dumping, paJ.iying 3J.ldillegal hunti1~g. The issue is inadequate
on-the-ground m'anagement by your agency. Own it, and fixit.. '

In regard to Prineville Reservoir:

Managing cu.rrent OHV use by closure without any recreational opportunities is
unwarranted. '

There are 111any-oppOliunities for ifnprovement 111this for us all. r look forward to
discussing the upcoming OHV actions in the final management plan with you.

Sincerely,

~t~.

VVi11 HisleBeard '
, .,.,.
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REceiVED
Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal Purrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

JAN n B 2004
fBW PRINe\f/u..e

!DISTRICT

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft

Asa concemed citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record as suppOliive of
motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.

The prefelTed altemative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an interim
policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects.our spoli and the users as
there are no assurances BLM will ever have the resources to put together a designated
trail system in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation management 'in Alt. 7 of the Jun~iperwoodlands wi11negatively
impact a proposed trail system.

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no motorized
opportunities at Plineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake. There is use
occUlTingin those ~rea&-curnmt1y,where will that use go? Especially for the Lapine and
Plineville residents.

,
- --

Our use is increasing approximately 20% apnually with sales of ORV equipment lIsted at
$18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the severe limitations to ORV
use on BLM land. .

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of the land and for
a designated trail system that will succeed. By micromanaging your areas and attempting
to put separate trails in for several different uses in the same areas we feel the
management will fail and ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

PrintNam~

.

c/?;t/s~;f~;c)
Address dO<::) ~e 5'ryLrr4ve' //;1-;-tu Iro t?/?

/?~,{?
..' .

Signed {,r''''/ -~-----_.__..
,../'

r'
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Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal Purrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, OregoIJ. 97754

JAN 0 8 2004

IBi.MPRINEVIli.e
DISTRICT

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft

As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record as supp01iive of
motorizedrecreationon BLM lands in CentralOregon. .

The prefen-ed alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an interim
policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our sport and the users as
there are no assurances BLM will ever have the resources to put together a designated
trail system in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation m811agemel?-tin Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will negatively
impact a proposed trail system.

We do not support the closure of the Badl811dsand feel that providing no motorized
opportunities at Prineville Reservoir 811dthe Lapine area is a mistake. Tb,ere is use
oc-cuning in those-areas cun-ently, where will that use go? Especially for the Lapine and
PIinevilleresidents.

.
~---

Our use is increasing approximately 20% alIDuallywith sales of OHV equipment listed a.t
$18 billion ammally - the. increasing use is not reflected in the severe limitations to.OHV
use 011BLM land.

. .

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of the land and for
a designated trail system tha.twill succeed. By micromanaging your areas and attempting
to put Sep81"atetrails in for several different uses in the S81lle81"easwe feel the
management will fail and ultimately our usewill suffer fUliher restrictioris.

Print Name ~C.uf\ JcRDPr1-J.

Address 5((000 (\('w, Sc("){;~(J (.2(.) \i.J,K~1 (12. 97to-y

Signe~~ ~L
.,--- ~~-

PMB 326 ~ 6107 S.W. Murray Blvd. 0 Beaverton, OR 97008
(503) 520-8995 Fax (503) 520-0616





COD1ment Form
For public input on the Draft Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement

"RECeiVED

C*~

Today's Date: l'~~
~) L)c)4-

YOU!name (please print): ScU"G-~tJ ~\ UJ\ Ls.o n
Representing (put 811X in one box only):

W--selfamy, or
0 business, org811ization, or agency (list):

JANO 8 2004
.

. /SILM PRINEVIIJ../E
DISTRICT

Street Address, State, and ZIP: 1f3? 0 S(U\.ol R". ~T2- ~J,) c... &j<, ). (,)R . cf77 £ ()

Phone: J'B- ( '>S-04- ~ S-g-S-- ;2..

.

E-mail:

Important Privacy Notice: All written comments, including names and stTeetaddresses, will be available for
public review upon request, and may be published by the BLM during the planning process. However, as an
individual you can ask us to withhold your name and address. All submissions from organizations or businesses,
and fTom individuals identifYing thel1lselves as j'epresentatives or officials of organizations or businesses, will be
made available for public inspection in their entirety. If you checked "self only" above, and would Jike us to

withhold your name, plit an X in this box: 0 . .

Comments:

I 8111in favor of the P~eferred Alternative Alternative 7. I fe~l it gives the best balance of
-- . -- . - . 2.

land uses ana a reasonable separation of recreatj.ona,IUSers. I would emph4size that the
land managers emphasize 'and educate the motorized public that no vehicles. are allowed
unless signage says they are allowed in an area. I hope also that in time, the land
managers will phase out the grazing rights. We the public are subsidizing this long
_outdatedpractice.

.
--

L~)
"

t&J':-'f~ W:krx--J

Continue your comments on the back of this page, or on additional pages





Commellt Form ~~
For public input on the Draft Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan and Environmental ImpaQt Statement

Todais Date: j- 5;"-04
Your name (please print): ,

Representing (Pllt an X in one box only):
J'83self only, or

0 business, organization, or agency (list):

RECEIVED
JAN 0 8 2004

1BtM PRINEVILlE

1.J1S'i'RICT

Street Address, State, and ZIP:

Phone: E-mail:

Important Pr"iV8C)'Notice: AJJwritten comments, including names and street addressesl will be avaiJable for
public review upon request, and may be published by the BLM during the planning process. However, as an
individual you can ask us to withhold your name and address. All submissions fi'Olllorganizations or businesses,
and fl.'omindividuals identifying themselves as representatives or officials of organizations or businesses, wilJ be
mad, avaiJabl, for pubHcinsp'ction in

~ If you ch,cked ""If only" above,andwouldHk, us to
withhold yOill'name, put an X in this bo. ,

Comments:

1
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Continue your comments on the back of tills page, or 011additional pages





Comment Form 0i~

For public input on the Draft Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement

Today's Date: 1-06-04
Your name (please print): ~
Representing (put an X in one box only):
X self only, or
0 business) organizatio~ or agency (list):
Street Address, State, and ZIP:
Phone:~

RECEIVED
JAN Q 8 2DD4

~=i!;UE

Important Privacy Notice: All written comments, including names and street addresses, will be available for public
review upon request, and may be published by the BLM during the planning process. However, as an individual you can
ask us to withhold your name and address. All submissions from organizations or businesses and from individuals
identifying themselves as representatives or officials of organizations pr businesses, will be made available for public
inspection in their entirety. If you checked "self only" above, and would like us to withhold your name, put an X in this
box: X .

CONtMENTS
The current plan calls for Dusty Dirt Road to become a "collector road" with possible improvements
:'Indanticipatedincreased traffic. I oppose this plan for the following reasons:

. ~
".-

1. A portion of this. iOad funS through my private property, and Is, therefore, a private road, not
a public road. It is inappropriate to designate a privately owned road as public, or to
designate private property as a public recreation area. At the very least the plan should be
amended to end the road at my property line (see map).

. 2. Dusty Dirt Road was never a real.road and never existed Ona11Ymap before the Hickmans.
moved here and began to use it. Prior to that there was no road, just a faint wagon track'
remaining from the irrigation canal project of the early 20thcentury. It had no name until the
Hickmans named it in order to have a mailing address. It was not even a designated,
munbered forest Service road.

3. There is no need for this road to access any portion of the public area between Sisters,
Redmond and Bend. The best access is off BaIT Road. All neighbors already have an
easement across this land.

4. There will be an adverse environmental impact. Voleare already experiendng problems with
littering, illegal trash dumping, illegal woodcutting, illegal off-road traffic, illegal and/or
dangerously inappropriate campfires. These problems will only become worse if the public
is encouraged to utilize this access route. In addition this area is part of the Tumalo winter
deer range and this herd will be adversely affected at a particularly vulnerable time of the
year by increased winter traffic. TIns area also is one of the few remaining areas for the
threatened Peck's milk vetch. Increased off-road traffic (illegal but inevitable if on-mad
traffic is encouraged) will seriously threaten tins species. .

5. We are also experiencing major problems with vandalism, trespassing and illegal hunting
activities. These, too, will become worse if tile use of this road is encouraged.



activities. These, too, will become worse if the use of this road is encouraged.
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Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal Purrington
3050 NE 3rd8t
Prineville, Oregon 97754

RECEIVED ~
. .

. IBB
JAN 0 8 2004

lBLM PRINEVIIJ.E
DISTRICT

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Manaqement Draft

As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record as
supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect
how an interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly
affects our sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever
have the res:Jurces to put together a designated trail system in the areas
proposed.

The aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper
woodlands will negatively impact a proposed trail system.

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities EltPrineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake, There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that
use go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually withsa1es:of OHV
equipment listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not
reflected in the severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land,'

Please adopt a more flexible road trail denstty to allow for the best use of
the IBnd and for a designated traiisystem that will succeed. By .

micromanaging your areas and attempting to put trails out for several
different use's in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions,

priritName~~M~.L /ilJPC~ '
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Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal Purrington
3050 NE 3rd8t
Prineville, Omgon 97754

RECE\VED

.IAN l\ g 2004

et.M PP,INE'Jlu.E
P\SiR\a!

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Manaqement Draft

As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to bean record as
supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect
how an interlm policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly
affects our sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever
have the resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas
proposed.

The aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper
woodlands will negatively impact a proposed trail system.

~_._--

!
.i

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. Th.ere is use occurring in those areas currently, wheTe will that
use go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

\ I

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually witllsales of OHV
equipment listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not
reflected in the severe limitations to OHV use on BlM land.

Please adopt a more flexible road trail dens.ity to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to put trails out for several
different USE!Sin the same areas we feel the management will fail.and
ultimatelyour usewill suffer further restrictions. .
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,:,:." 'iREG~IVED Medfo~;b~'~~todl-3945

Prineville District Office
3050NE Third St
Prineville, Oregon 97753

JAN 0 9 2004

tBUII fIRI£\IIU.E
1)IS1fttCT

Upper Deschutes RMP Team,

As a concerned citizen that recreates in Oregon I would like to be on record as sup?ortive of
motorized recreation on BLM lands in Oregon, especially Central Oregon. '

The .preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an iDtetim
policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our sport and the users as
there are no assurances BLM will ever have the resources to put together a designated trail
system in the areas proposed. The aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper
woodlands will-negatively impact a proposed trail system.

I c

'c"

',,,
,

' "c'
c' - c " -..

I do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that-providing no motorized
oppor~unitie~ at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake. There is use

c occurring hi.'those areas currently, where will that use go? This is especially critical for the
--L.~p~t1e and Prineville area residents.

.xOW;use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment listed at
.$18 billion annually '- the increasing use is not only not reflected in the severe
limitations proposed for OHV use on BLM land, it appears to be prejudicially
discriminated against. . .

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density criteria to allow for the best use of the
land, and for a designated trail system that will succeed. MicrQmanaging your areas and
attempting to designate different trails for several different uses in the same areas'
management will' fail, and ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

117/2004
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BLM Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft - Specific area issues, and
objections; .

In regard to Cline Buttes:

Pecks Milkvetch ACEC expansion - not what general consensus was during issue team
discussions. Increase of 6,000 acres impacts historical OHV use to an unacceptable
level.

Separate systems for motorized and nonmotorized is not realistic and a prescription
for failure. It will polarize the users, decrease every ones area of usage, does not support a
multiple-use philosophy, micromanages the area, and will increase conflicts among users.
You should be questioning the goals your agency folloWed that led you to propose a
"solution" such as this.

The management direction in Alt. 7 is unrealistic and beyond the scope ofBLM
administrative resources.

The Tumalo canals are thought to be some of the best riding areas in the area and too
important to the users to close. '

The Plan win not accommodate current use in Cline Buttes, and does not address
increased use/demand for the life of the plan. This is not logi-cal, .and it is.not good
scientific problem solving.

The Interim Plan is not defined enough for comment.

- In regard to Lapine:

Closure of historically open designation in all of BLM land bordering Lapine, except
Rosland Play area is not possible to implement with current resources nor necessary
for wildlife concerns. Wildlife does not need ALL of the planning area. Area residents will
be dramatically impacted without due cause.

Snowmobiling needs to be exempt from the limitations completely.

In regard to South J..;filican:

Issue team discussion of the area proposed an increase in the seasonal use that is not
noted in Aft 7. August thru April would be a nec~ssary addition to recreational
opportunities considering all the recreational opportunities Alt 7 takes from motorized
recreation and it would not negatively impact wildlife concerns.

In regard to Badlands:

This area is not critical habitat or deer winter range and ODF & W did not have issue with

1/7/2004
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usage in the Badlands. If wildlife concerns are minimal, it is not good management to
close it to OHV use due to social issues unrelated to the use, i.e., fence cutting, garbage
dumping, partying and illegal hunting. The issue is inadequate on-the-ground management
by your agency. Own it, and fix it.

In regard to Prineville Reservoir:

Managing current OHV use by closure without any recreational opportunities is
unwarranted.

There are many opportunities for improvement in this for us all. I look forward to discussing
the upcoming OHV actions in the final management plan with you.

Sincerely,

1/7/2004
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Bureau of Land! Management
ATT: Teal Purrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

\\~c~\'J~O
~ ~ 1~~~

J~\'\

~~

RE: Upper' J)esclmtes Resoi.ll'ce Mmul.gemel1\~:Draft

As a coneeil'ned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record as
supportive of motorized recreation on BLlVIlands in Central Oregon,

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our sport
and the users as there are no asstlrances BLM wi!1 ever have the resources to put
together a designated trail system in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation mangement in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail system.

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities a1Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake.
1'hl,')reis use ot;,~curril1gin those areas currently, where will that use go? Especially
for the Lapine and PrineviHe residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
Jiksted.at $18 billion an1.1uaIJy~ the increasing use is 110trefle.ctegjn tbe severe
Jin'iitatiol1stoOIiV use on BLM !~u1d.

. .

PI~~as~~ adopt a more flexible road 1:t'aildensity to allow for the best use of the land
and for a designa.ted trail system that will SlX(~cee.d.By microma.naging your areas
and attempting to put separate ITa.ils in for several different uses in the same areas
we feel the management will, fail and ultimately otlr use will suffer further. . (

restrtcttons, . ,

Print Name _Eiw.L 5~.s:-
Addtess_2.I.~~Il"~~Ci~k:-_JI'

.

d
Sjgned---Y~iu~
Or E"U1aii form lett!:!I.to ELM 1:0ilippen'- desclur.tes_RMP@ov.bim,gov

:r /..,"ke: -/0 -ff't1f,I'e.! -/-(;,. 'f/'\~-

~,Jt t !-, ill~ / ~ \r d '5 '1- D V" i' d, ~

H DP€..rI.JU
~ +he c~I/' e.,4 '5 LrJ l'! { ('e f/V1 Ot. ( VI

-t' D V' U "S e. ~ .T h CitVIt~
5) f~~"lYI./~ 710

, bQ..Ld, H;' /If d R 4 75;).5'

Hf~ ~ l)es€v f
d. t~V-'1- B; t::1?5..

eJpfV\.

http://www.geocities.com/comacc1 ub/BLMfonnletter.ht1l11 1./7/04





@~
CENTRAL OREGON MOTORCYCLE AND ATV CLUB

. RECEIVED
Bureau of Land Management
Prineville District Office
3050 NE Third St
Prineville, Or 97753

JAN 1 2 2004

BLM PRINEVILLE
DISTRICT

ATT: Teal Purrington

RE: Upper Deschwtes Resource Management Draft EIS

To Whom It May Concern:

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to something as important as
management of all BLM land in Central Oregon. COMAC has been involved in
this process $ince the beginning and I hope that my comments can be of
assistancein future planning and documentrevision..

.

Process Issues- ~.- -~
-

~

,
~

As an active participant in the recreation issue team meetings along with.
participation in the full issue team meetingsfor the two year process, it was my

.

opinion from the onset that the ma.keupof the issue teams was not broadly
interest based. The public participation process was-too long. Much time was
devoted to ground rules and good manners and little time to produce substantive
comments or consensus within the issue team. We spent entire mornings
hammeringout rules of conduct and less than an hour to reach agreementon

.

matters within our recreation issue team. After we finally worked out agreements
within our group, once those were presented to the full group, those agreements
were discounted and discarded without discussion or debate, because another
team didn't agree with them.

The process was further confused when objectives set for the next meeting
would not, in fact, be the starting point was for the next meeting - This was not
just confusing to the public participants but queries to ELM staff showed them to
be equally confused about the process, the progress or what it all meant when
put together. .

South Millican does not reflect the agreements reached in our issue team
meetings. I believe we would have a longer riding season to allow for winter use
and that special events would be allowed.
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Data Issues

The information regarding road and trail densities, location of roads and trails,
and mileage available on BLM land is not used by the specialists in their reports.
In fact what was stated was that "information was unavailable" regarding OHV
usage. With that stated, if would seem impossible for BLM to analysis
consequences. Upon studying the environmental consequences in chapter four,
current OHV use and how it affects vegetation, soils, wildlife or recreation was
not found. Without that basis it s?ems BLM will be unable to determine
impacts.

The data used to project growth of motorized recreation does not speak to what
is actually happening on BLM land in Central Oregon. Use levels are not
described, which makes the decisions and allocation of uses and assessment of
needs inaccurate. The document does not show enough analysis of OHV
growth, usage or demand to support the preferred alternative:

The impact of changing currently OPEN areas to designated roads and trails
affecting over 38% of the planning area is a dramatic management shift and one
that will hugely affect OHV use. Alternative 7 would decrease OHV opportunities
and increase non motorized opportunities without documenting need for the shift.
This direction does not provide enough opportunities for the growth of OHV
recreation. Industry trends, studied by the NlojQrcycle Industry Council state that
from 1999when OHVssold in the UnitedStates totaled 700,000 to 2001 when -

units sold were 1,000,000 shows a 20% growth annually. This results in a retail
market of $18billion a year. This growth is not reflected in the opportunitesfor
the next 10-20 years of this plan.

The draft RMP does not provide four wheel drive opportunities and that issue
should be included in the plan.

It appears that BLM supports ODF & W in their population targets for wildlife. If
that is the case, we may be seeing further parasitic epidemics reported to OSU
entomology department from the deer over population we have experienced
recently. Many recreationists ask for clarification regarding why we are seeing
animal herds protected only to be hunted and killed. The wildlife goal would, in
effect, replace one sport for another as OHV use is often restricted when wildlife
concerns are addressed. It seems BLM favors hunting as a recreation over OHV
use.regardless.,

~ ,-

With the restrictions and closures suggested in Alternative 7, there will be a shift
in motorized use. By reducing opportunities recreationists will be displaced.

. Since they cannot go west toward Bend, the assumption is that they will go
further east. This has been an underemphasized and underestimated issue in
the RMP draft and we feel it is a considerable problem. There are potentially



@
many species, animal and plant, that could be jeopardized along with the fact
that further east is designated open, so the use will be mainly unmanaged. The
Brothers Lapine Plan managed a much larger area than this plan is addressing,
thus this plan puts additional significance on the small area sage grouse habitat
in this plan vs the larger area of concern outside the planning area. The
management of the sage grouse leks that are further east could be impacted,
thereby necessitating emergency closures to OHV use. The central Oregon area
is a destination for OHV and snowmobile use and BLM needs to recognize it as a
viable use of public land in planning. Pushing use further east and risking more
closures seems inevitable and unacceptable with the current plan emphasis.

Implementation

The overall strategy of current management seemed to keep all BLM employees
productively employed. Without huge additional resources, how feasible is
Alternative 7? Regarding OHV use, if the cost of closing Badlands, managing
Cline Buttes with separate systems, adding new systems to the Bend-Redmond
block and opening up North Millican for year round use is looked at financially, it
seems like an alternative destined to fail. It was stressed several times in the
document that BLM will be looking to partnerships for funding. By reducing OHV
use dramatically, closing much land to our use, the OHV community be unwilling
to give at its current level, to the BLM budget. Will non-motorized use also be
asked to partner financially? How about the horse and shooting groups? We
believe the-$2million that the OHV cqmmunity has given to Central Oregon for
recreation recently is probably the biggest partner from the recreational
community that BLM has seen. The social values survey BLM is using to make
decisions on OHV mariagement was written as to reach a preordained
conclusion andoertainly not one that the OHV community could support or
appreciate. The form and its style did not lend itself to a positive outcome for
motorizeduse. .

I

The interim plan is very important to OHV use. Without more complete and
detailed information about what the users will have while all these designated
trails are being planned, I have significant problems with the plan and the
process. While understanding this is a planning document, part of the planning
must be planning for the interim. If the interim plan fits personal issue team
leaders agenda's, how can the users expect that we will ever get past the interim
phase. The interim plan will determine uses for an indeterminate period. The
interim plan must be described in further detail and the consequences of that
plan need full analysis. The interim plan should not provide an opportunity for
BLM to avoid the requirements of NEPA.

In trying to understand the draft plan I found the environmental consequences,
Chapter Four, to be unintelligible. There was an inconsistency in understanding
how one specialist worked With any other specialist to address the issue of
motorized recreation. Again, going back to the lack of information specialists



@
stated, that they used to work with. Aren't these documents supposed to be
written so they can be understood? The way it was written, trying to compare
recreation alternatives, or just OHV opportunities made it a difficult read and
even more difficult to understand. Page 252, this section is supposed to describe
the current habitat, conditions and unique features of the landscape but it doesn't
do that. Each alternativediscussionis separated by severa!pages, then

'

narrative and general discussion and area specifics. The headings address
habitat effectiveness, then emphasis areas then no discussion on those issues
with effects sometimes being discussed and sometimes not, page 357. Upon
review, Page 369, under cumulative effects show no cause and effect analysis
and is too general to comment on. The 'cumulative effects language, page 372,
does not state what activities are affected and how they are related. The attempt
to compare with appendix A (VoI.3) where alternatives are written differently -
basically two sets of alternatives shown, was also difficult. Having been to all
the issue me'etings I feel I have a better understanding than most do about what
BLM is proposing and even I couldn't follow the specialists. If the purpose of the
document was to gather public comment, the complexity of the plan discourages
substantive comments.

Site Specific Issues

Cline Buttes is the one area that Alt 7 is a poor option. We do not feel that Alt. 7
will adequately address the current or future needs for motorized use and we are

-
very concerne9 that separate trails will create not dispelconflicts. Separate
systems will decrease opportunities for both uses and each system will be judged
against the other. By dividing the available area into smaller segments of use
for both motorized and non-motorized, it will diminish the user experience to an
unsatisfactory level.

.

The closure of all BLM land around Lapine is unwarranted and unnecessary.
There is nothing in the affects analysis regarding this issue. The reasoning for
closure that we have heard has been wildlife concerns. It seems reasonable to
provide a corridor for wildlife without such a dramatic closure to all the Lapine
residents currently accessing public land. Where is the planning for the affected
population and the impacts analysis for it.

Providing no opportunities for OHV use at Prineville Reservoir when use is
currently there, should be reevaluated. The plan simply offers too few'
opportunities and too many lock ups for the OHV community and the Crook
County residents and tourists. The reservoir itself promotes 1111.,11tipleuse - it isn't
a WSA.

The paving of West Butte Rd affects the OHV system and the plan does not
address it. The paving of this road will be very detrimental to our trail system and



~
. we have concerns about how BLM will mitigate these concerns. There should be

analysis of the cumulative effects to the users this will provoke.

Juniper Woodlands management, if pursued as aggressively as proposed will
severely decrease the opportunities for a successful and desirable trail system in
North Millican. By harvesting so many of the trees the net result will be a flat'
canvas to develop a trail system. Experience has proven straight trails are speed.
trails and OHV's cover the ground too quickly as opposed to winding trails
through vegetation. For a system to succeed it must be done with thought,
proper design and rider satisfaction as a priority. '.

Badlands WSA complete closure in Alt 7 is going to be more expensive and more
difficult to manage than the current management is. The parking problem total
closure will necessitate is not addressed in the plan. If BLM had problems
managing Badlands prior to this RMP, how will total closure take care of those
problems? All of the reasons for keeping the motorized public out of the area
have nothing to do with law abiding citizens enjoying the desert beauty. From
the issue team meetings it appears there was no objection from ODF & W
regarding wildlife, it appears the closure is strictly social and COMAC must take
issue with the rational used to restrict our use.

I appreciate the opportunity to be involved in this process. COMAC has been
proud stewards of the land we car~ SQmlich about for over 20 years.

Sincerely, .

\:)\~t~ ~~
JO~{1i:P~fourd,COMA\sland Use Director
20923 SE King Hezekiah Way
Bend, Oregon 97702 \,..:c>\.-~,,\
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(£~
B'L1V1f .FORM LETTER

PJem;c Help Keep Our Public Land Open ('0 the .Public, by sending this
form. lettel' by JUan or e-maU. Thank You for YOUI'SU(}j}()rt

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal Puningtoll
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

RECE.\\fED

J~~ (\ 9 '2.t\M.

~
PR\~eJ\\JS.

\I)\$1it\C'f
RE~ {)!)per Deschutes Resource Mam1gemcnt Dmft

As a concerned citizcl1 and l'ccreatiolli.st I would like to be all record as
supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.

The, preferred alternative BLM is proposing does 110tadequately reflect how an
interim policy will be im.plemented. This interim policy greatly affects our sport
and the users as there are rio assurances BLM will ever have the resources to put
together a designated trail system. in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation mangernent in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsecl trail system.

We do not support thc clOS1Jre of the Badlands and feel thaCproviding no
motorized opport:unities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake,
There is use occ1,.Jrl"ingin those areas currently, where will that use go? Especially
for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually ,'\'ith sales of ORV eqpipment
Iiksted at $18...QilHonannually., the ilicreasing use is 110treflected in the severe
limitations 1.0OHV t1Seon BLM land.

Please adopt a more f:1exibleroad trail density to aHo'w for the best use of the land
and for a designated trail system that vi:iUsucceed. By l'llicromanaging your areas
and attempting to put separate trails in for several different uses in the same areas
we feel the management 'vilJ fail and ultimately OUfuse w~l1sl,.lfl"erfhrther
re:stric,tions.

Print Name :.:..-S:s£~.J~l.\~S.lli'\

AddreSf)g3r~~~

.

\~:Aj\~\~
.

~~. E\\.~~R c:r74-05"'
Signed~~kJIJ~
Or E~man form letter to J1U.,Mto upper- descbutes_RMP(fJ)Ol'.blm.gov

http://W\¥w.geocities.com!comacclub/BLMfonnletter.htl111 1/7/2004 @'
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Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal Purrington
3050 NE 3rd8t
Prineville, Oregon 97754

R~: Upper Deschutes Resource Manaqement Draft

RE:CE/V~
JAN 0 1)

2004
iBS.Af

PRINI:.V1.
DISJ'i:iICT ~

As a concerned citizeh and recreationist I would like to be on record as
supp~rtive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect
how an interim,policy will be implemented. This interim poli~y greatly
affects our sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever.
have the resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas
proposed.

. .

The aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper
woodlands will negatively impact a proposed trail system.

We do not SU'PPQrtthe closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that
use go? Especially for the .L~pine and Prineville residents.

-- . Our use is indeasing appr6xiri1atel{20%):~DnuaJly with sales of OHV
( equipment listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not

. reflected in the severe Jimitati'ons to OHV use on BLM land.

Please adopt ~ mo(e flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. -By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to put trails out for several
different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our usewill suffer further restrictions.

Phnt Name V;-;' K.e.. 71-&-<.- ~c1!'---
<..

Address 6' 74.5 .:>:. /"v: r~r44;f"I"" g /?l-.

Signed~~~~ !?~-uf~~~

C', I.?, R. O~I 9776'0





Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal PUtTington
3050 NE 3rd 8t.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

S
RECEIVED

JAN 0 9 2004

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft.
Public Comment Process

fSlMPRINEVILlE
IDISTRICT

As a concerned Central Oregon resident I would like to be on record as supportive of 'CuITent
Range Vegetation Management'. The preferred alternative B.L.M. is proposing utilizes a newly
fOITnulatedtechnique called 'Historic Range'. I support 'CutTent Range' over 'Historic Range'
for several reasons.

-

l.CUITentrange is the B.L.M.'s presentmethod of vegetationmanagement.
- a. It is the best approach because of it's built in flexibility.
- b. Current range isn't restricted like historic range to a concept of trying to recreate the

uncertainties of the past.
-c.The concept of recreating vegetation conditions that existed is 0 years ago and before

is impossibleand isn't verybeneficialto the communityat Jarge. .

- d. Current range is the most compatible and consistent with other current land-use
activities like agriculture, multiple use and recreation.

'- e. Current range works the best with our current and future vegetative conditions.
- f. Current range has the best chaJ!.ceof creating a healthy and diversi tied ecosystem that

. p~ioritizes our current needs arid vegetative concerns.
ri - g. The B. L. M.. is managing public landswitpin a federally designated reclamation

project area. The land within'this reclamation area is mostly privately owned. This
project area is meant for human development and occupancy. That is another key
reason I support CUtTentrange, it accommodates people and their actjons the best. It
works better under change~the types of changes that will occur now and in the-future. -

-

2. Historic range vegetation management isa new and uncertain concept 1do not support.
- a, I do not support the B.L.M..'s efforts to re-create the vegetation uncertainties of the

past.
- b. How do I know if historic range is the best choice when it's never been used befol:e'?
- c. Historic range will be more expensive to implement and more law enforcement wi'll

be necessary. '.
- d. Those greater expenses cannot be justified by results that are unclear and uncertain.
- e.

.
Historic range reduces public access, has built-in conflicts with multiple use. and de-
emphasizes agricultural use. .

Please amend the preferred alternative to support;
'Current Range Vegetation Management'.

Print name: 0 r//L..-II .e 'r;.. IA e ~..r
.

Address. City, Zip: &G'7 (} 5 5; tll/ ;:::r411,'//}~ 0)-. C.C./(. d I? 9'7 7 ;; eJ
Signed~~.&.~ Date://d2-/CJ' /~
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January 6, 2004
RECEI' ,.'

,

JAN 0 120M
u.s. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management

, Prineville District Office
Attention: Teal Purrington
3050 NE 3rd Street
Prineville, Oregon, 97754

U PRINEVlUn~
DISTRICT

Summary: The Redmond Rod and Gun Club intends to apply for a lease of
approximately one quarter section of land for the purpose of planning,
developing, and operating a multi-use shooting facility. The outdoor range
complex will have signific81lt benefical effect for the regional community,law
enforcement training, youth education as well as mitigate future damage to
public 181ldsm81laged by the Bureau of Land Management.

The Redmond Rod and Gun Club has operated continuously since 1946. We are
presently located on a leased sixty acre parcel on Highway 126 two miles east of
the City of Redmond. Our lease with Deschutes County expires 11-14-05. This
parcel is within the pr9posed urban growthbound~Y--9Jthe City of Redmond.
With the rapid growth of the region, especially the City of Redmond 81ld
surrounding area it is doubtful that an additional lease term will be available.

Presently the RR&GC has 516 members. We offer Trap, Skeet, Rifle, Pistol, 5-
Stand, and Sporting Clays. Membership which includes the combination to the
locked gate is $25 dollars per year for a family. The gate is left unlocked for the
two months leading up to the local big game hunting seasons for general public
use at no charge. This strategy eliminates damage to the gate and reduces
damage and litter on public l81lds.

During 2003 tlle City of Redmond lost their lease on tlle parcel for the Pistol
Range used by the Police Deparhnent for b."ailling and practice. The RR&GC was
approached for permission to utilize om" pistol range for the training of law
enforcement personnel. The request was unanimously approved. This at no
charge to City of Redmond.

In cooperation Witll the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife, Hunter
Education Office the RR&GC hosts annually five field days for tlle completion
of each Hunter Safety class. During 2003 over 200 students graduated this very
successful progr81n. The Range is provided at no charge.
Collectively we wish to expand this program.



Each year the RR&GC hast fundraiser far the 4H Clubs, American Legian
Baseball, Future Farmersaf America, the Croak-Wheeler Caunties Farm Bureau,
and lacal High Schaal Radea teaJ:ns. We wish to.increase aur spansarship.

With a larger parcel we cauld add the usage af Blackpawder firearms, archery
and develap a state af the art firearms training facility to.meet the needs af
regianallaw enfarcement. The RR&GC believes that a parcel af land alang
Highway 126 either narth ar sauth an the western barder af Croak Caunty
wauld fulfill aur needs and falls with the guideline af Alternative 7 (preferred
alternative) af the Draft Upper Deschutes Resaurce Management Plan.
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¥~dent RR&GC .

cc: Jim Bussard, P.R
Captain Gary DeKorte, Redmond Palice Departinent
Brian Ferry, ODFW Prineville
Honarable Scatt Caaper

Redmond Rad and Gun Club-
.~ :

P.O. Bax14
Redmand, Oregan 97756

Jerry Lawery
64885 McGrath Road
Bend, Oregon 97701
(541) 318-4687
(541) 420-2897 (cell)
jerkat@bigcauntry.us





Mollie Chaudet
,

01/07/200409:56 AM

To: Mike Williams/PRFO/OR/BLM/DOI@BLM, Greg
Currie/PRFO/OR/BLM/DOI@BLM, Teal
Purrington/PRFO/OR/BLM/DOI@BLM

cc:
Subject: Fw: steam boat rock

camment I received over the holidays. -Mc=

Mollie Chaudet.
541-416-6872
BLM
Project Manager
Upper Deschutes Resaurce Management Plan

. USFS
Upper Deschutes Wild and Scenic River Coordinatar
Deschutes ProvinciClI Advisary Cammittee Liaison

Forwarded by Mollie Chaudet/PRFO/OR/BLM/DOI on 01/07/2004 09:56 AM ---

MDANIEL220@aol.com To: mchaudet@or.blm.gov

12/21/2003 07:16 PM cc:
Subject: steam boat rock

Hi molly

have been thinking about A way to.save the steam rack for the furture .
for a autdoarschaal for kids o.ff all ages also it would keep the rock from being,

tore up by full size pickups @ fourwheel drives @ atvs

It wauld protect the top aff the buttes; by shuting down all roads comeingin ar

going aut off steamboat rock. stoping all shooting eleven mts open up hunting if it
:\',

has to.be open it hikers walkers @ Bicycles close four all other uses.

Ronald w miller
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"Don Sargent" .

<clusterii@hotmail .com
>

To: Teal_Purrington@blm.gov
cc:

Subject: Cows and Pop.

12/30/200307:30 AM

Hope all is well with you and Robert and that you had a wonderful holiday'
season.

Just a quick note to let you know that Whittiger's (s.p.) cows have been
hanging out on the BLM next to our house for about a week. I saw them last
on Sunday. .

I keep thinking that some day he will actually check on them and
notice they are out, but no luck so far. Pretty sure you know where this BLM
land is.

.

Hey, I was wondering under the preferred action (Upper Deschutes Plan, alt 7
I think) I believe that it was proposed that this "chunck"of land on both
sides of the river would be closed to grazing. I was surprized to see that
it would however be left open to OHV use and I guess that surprized me.
Could you confirm that under the' preferred alternative it would remain
available for off highway vehicle use?

I would not be supportive of OHV use there and I know some of my neighbors
would agree. This will turn into a dirt racing track for high school kids if
not managed. We have already had several instances where kids spent the
night out there with there ohv's and drank alcohol tearing up the area and
leaving quite a mess. It is not large enough for unmanaged use. More
significant is that it is important eagle habitat as there is a golden eagle
nest across the river from use on the west canyon rim. The area used to
6UPPOyt jack rabbits important as eagle food. Kids have been constatly
shooting out there the last few years and I don't know if any rabbits are
left.

In our subdivision we have building restrictions from Deschutes County for
eagle habitat management. I did not notice in the EIB mention of these (may
indeed be there) but I hope the- EIS has coordinated with the county on
habitat management.

I just wanted to share some thoughts with you. I don't need a formal
response or anything but would appreciate if you could answer my one
question about proposed OHV use.. Thanks.

Don Sargent.

Check your PC for viruses with the FREE McAfee online computer scan.
http://clinic.mcafee.com/clinic/ibuy/campaign.asp?cid=3963



Mr. Robert Towne,
Bureau of Land Management
3050NW 3rd

Prineville,. Oregon 97754
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December 17, 2003

Mr. Towne,

I am writing this letter as a follow-up to our conversations as well as my discussion with
Ron Wortman regarding land on Cline Buttes and our interest in transactions with BLM .

regarding some of your lands. As you know we are involved in the planning process to
develop a destination resort on Cline Buttes that could entail elements of tax lots 1504,
7800, and 5000. The resort facilities may include golf courses, homesites,
condomintums, hotels, and other amenities as are conducive to a resort environment.

Within the greater boundaries, and bordering this project are several parcels owned by
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) that we would like to consolidate into our'
destination resort. I met with Mr. Wortman to discuss the' current plans and maps as
well as the zoningof these parcels. '

We are interested in dealing with BLM in ,one of three different ways,
1) As a direct trade for lands we have on Cline Buttes.
2) By purchasing those BLM lands we are intereste,d in.
3)

,
Or as C3:j9tfrchase/trade where we would purchase thJrclparty lands in the
region that BLM was interested in and trade for' those 'Ia'nds on Cline Buttes
we are interested in. '

"

Previously we have spoken about trades only. In earlier communication the enclosed
, ma-p showed the parcels we were interested in trading, for, and those we were interested
in trading. These parcels 'are located in sections #17,20,21,29 & 30. Thereare
additional BLM 'lands in section #17which we are interested in as well that were not
shown on that earlier map. We would be interested in these parcels under options #2 or
3 above.' .

At this time it is our understanding that ail ofthe BUvlparcels in question are in Zone 2.
In order to'facilitate a transaction between us we would request,those lands BLM owns
in those section-numbers on Cline Buttes be changed to Zone~. As such we could '
jointly pursue numerous options includir-lgboth sales as well as trades.

We see a benefit to all parties i'fwe can move forward with some form of transaction
which allows us to consolidate our lands in a fashion that moves public ownership lands
from inside to outside of the resort borders. Conversely we see aress of potential
conflict if those public lands are to remain within our borders.

The BLM parcels, as they are would impede access through the resort. And at the same
time the resort would imped~ access to, and use of the BLM parcels. Land uses within
the resort include upscale residential housing arid overnight accommodations, golf,
walking and biking. Local uses of BLM lands include motorcycles and.four wheelers.
Within,a tight area it is difficult to mix these uses. '

The Buttes Development Group, LLC. 2447 NW Canyon Redmond, OR 541-504-2808



In order to minimize the adverse impacts to both parties we would like to acquire those
parcels that are within the proposed boundaries of the project and perhaps some of the
lands bordering the proposed resort. In January we intend to begin the Master Planning
process in preparation for the application to Deschutes County.

I
,

-This is a 12-18 month long process that entails land planning, biologist, traffic engineers
and numerous other professionals. From this we will have a detailed plan to move
forward. Ongoing discussions with you will be of great benefit throughout this process. I
will follow up with you on this matter in January of2004.

Please advise as to anything else that I should be doing to he1pfacilitate action with the
BLM. Thank you again for the time you have spent discussing .this and the advice
you've provided.

Sincer;lY'ij
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The Buttes Deve;l pment C3roup,LLC.
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