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1o P me Bl
eal Purrington . - ' m\s - Ben
Bureau of Land Management »
S050 NE Third Street
Frineville OR 97754

Dear Mr. Purrington:

1 wish to comment on the Draft Upper -Deschutes Resource
Management Flan and Environmental Impact Statement.

[ live in Cimmaron City adjacent to the Mayfield BLM parcel. |
am a horseback rider and ride with some frequency over this
portion of BLM land and am quite familiar with the surrounding
area as well as other portions such as the Badlands, Dry Canyon
in the Cline Buttes area, Reynolds Pond, all areas off of
_ Alfaifa Market Road and the Tumalo Resewoir area. )
I agree with the preferr ed Alternatlve 7 for the most part wrth the
- following exceptlons

lf you are going to allow motorized use in the Mayfield block;
there must be some type of law enforcement to make sure that
motorized vehicles stay on the open roads. At the present time
there is widespread environmental damage caused by vehicles
driving on closed roads and across open ground. The dumping
problem along the open road and adjacent areas is acute.

ltis extl‘eméfy dangerous to ride anywhere near the open road on
weekends due to hresponsible gun fire. Many trees have been
shredded due to being used for target practice. On several
- occasions | have had stray bullets whistle past me. [ would

- strongly suggest that the whole Mayfield block be closed to ,‘
shooting except during hunting seasons when legal hunting would
be allowed. Please designate safe shooting areas for target



oV

shooting. Sign the rest of the area at entry points as to
designated shooting areas and close the rest of the area to
shooting for the safety of other users and residents.

I think you should consider reclassifying the wildiife priority of the
Mayfield block. There is a herd of elk in this area, quite a herd
of Pronghorn, coyotes, mule deer are plentiful and we even have a
resident cougar. There are flocks of Pinyon Jays, Mountain Blue
birds, abundant flickers, Ravens, Prairie Falcons, Red Tail Hawks
and many other birds. [ have also seen bobcat tracks.

As for the cattle grazing in allotments, #5120, 5121, 5117 and
5127, I have ridden extensively over these areas. They are over
grazed in the extreme. There are only occasional clumps of
bunch grass, cheat grass and lots of bare soil and rabbit brush
and sage. These areas need attention to return these lands to
pregrazing condition. The only good grazmg is around the
irrigation overflows. - -

The idea of relocating the open road away from Mayﬁeld Pond is
excellent and should reduce the Vanda!ismb in this lovely area.

I especially like the idea of preserving the old growth Junipér and
controlling the spread of young Juniper trees by ﬁle or whatever
other means are used.

The idea of creating staging and parking area at access points to
the BLM is excellent and [ like the idea of multiuse on
nonmotorized trail systems. [ think hnkmg the Mayf‘ eld block
with the Badlands is very good idea.

1 might say that OHV use is not compatible with Equestrian use.
Even though these trails are multi use; it is a real safety hazard to
share them with motorized vehicles (motorcycles, Quads etc.)

It is also not safe to share trails on hill sides with blind comers
with Mountain Bikes such as on the Gray Butte Trail.



I might say that the plan to permanently mark the endurance
trails at Skull Hollow is emellent

| also like the plan for the Reynolds Pond area with access to
the Badlands from t*nexe

I hope that funds will be forth coming so you can lmplement
many of these plans.

Sincerely, |
e E Bl

Anne Hanson
23108 Maverick Lane
Bend OR 97701

.:w



Anne Hanson

Dﬁsty Acres

23108 Maverick Lane
Bend OR 97701

Teal Purrington

3050 NE Third Street
Prineville OR 97754

Bureau of Land Management
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Comment Form

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

Environmenta] Tmpact Statement | ﬁEC E E VE D

Today’s Date: /Z/D/{W JAN 0 5 2004°

Your name (please print): ///-}(-‘ nays ) /,M/ M/ﬁa (//

Representing (put an X in one box only): ' DISTRICT
& self only, or :
O business, orgamzatmn or agency (list):

Street Address, State, and ZIP: / Lié d (Q*}%WW% /ﬁjf’ #:7 lf /i//’a’ e O G770 7
Phone: 5 H-5F3-7477 Bmail:_gJmmed ,"Z/WM;M/ & (/u{q heow. com,

Important Privacy Notice: All written comments, mcludmg 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 representatwes or officials of organizations or businesses, will be made available for public
inspection in their entirety. ' If you checked “self only” above, and would like us to Wlthhold your

name, put anXm this box: L.
Comments:
/ﬂ,ﬂ /”/é”jﬁ ?Z/@Mé?‘éﬂﬂ /5 7’%}/7’/17’ #2 /’WW»‘{—V- MW//%;:&
Use arecs” 7"%% 2 i j -é’wzf/ e W ezt

AE 7‘{; ﬂ/f/ Wﬁﬂfl%/(/fé/ ///"5”’?'/
ﬂ?ﬂﬂ//ug@/ areas W[ ;J- i ,Zé Fgor & f e

0/5225» ‘ |
/W ﬂé& /“‘U”’ﬁ/ "/ff‘%’g ﬂ&’ﬂ/’&nz%ﬂ///@‘?w;,é ArEAS

Sycle 45 Thae / jz@/ fens wherz éizz éz?f? %Mé -
Sﬁv’f/‘”é" Fhe porg,, hustte £ pustle s~ o#
gfmﬂ/ -é“,(/‘!@ﬂ’? Eaunly Ve /mémwf’, AS /#jléﬂﬁ///éi/ﬁé

@/ﬂ /H Ve outo 2 /?M//wé //zf o

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

BLM FORM Lh[[‘ ER

o

Please Help Keep ()ur Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this
form letter by mail or e-mail, Thank You for your Support

RECEIVED

*Bureau of Land Management

ATT: Teal Rurrington o 2004
3050 NE 3rd St. ' JAN 0 52
Prineville, Oregon 97754 BLM PRINEVILLE
' ' DISTRICT ‘
RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft “,'
: N *

LY

As a concerned citizen and recreationist [ would like (o 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 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. ir:_c.l.thai pmmdmv no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area’is a mistake.
There is use occurring in those areas currently. where wﬂi that use go? Especially
for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

 Qur use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment

liksted at $18 billion annually + the incréasing use is not reflected in the sévere
limitations to QOHV 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 ﬁuthm
restrictions. - :

Print Name VieKr Lamm

Address !Q*O EOX '7'631‘19

Signed ’% e AR
& ,

Or E-mail form letter to BLM to upper_ deschutes_ RMP@or.blm.gov

Page ] of 2

Gt
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this

. form letter by mail ov e-mail. Thank You for your Suppgr ‘
| e o e e R CEIVED

Bureau of Land Management | ‘ )
ATT: Teal Burrington ' JAN 05 2004
3050 NI 3rd St. : BLM PRINEVILLE
Prineville, Oregon 97754 ) DISTRICT
RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft ‘ ’f

n

Asa conccmcd citizen and recreationist [ would like to be on record as '
supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.

The preferred alternative BIL.M ig ﬁroposing 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
togethel 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, :

> . .. Wedomorsupport 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. vhue will that use 1,0" Especially
for the Lapine and Prineville vesidents.

Our use is increasing appmxumtclv 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
liksted at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitations to OHV use on BLM land.

Please adopt & more flexible road rail density to allow for the best use of the land
and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By nncxomdlmgmg 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 w111 sut[el further

restrictions.
Print Name [ JA \//) e, /U"%‘(JA\ L’\\SGV\
Address ;706‘0 A/E //&(‘}CJ

Signed W 'ﬂj ZM\

Or E-mail form If.tt(,r to BL.M to upper. deschutes _RMP@or.blm.gov
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this
' {orm letter by mail or e-mail. Thank You for your Support

RECEIVED

Bureau of Land Management

ATT: Teal Rurrington

3050 NE 3rd St. ~JAN 0 5 2004
ineville s, g

Prineville, Oregon 97754 _ ' BLM PRINEVILLE .

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft ?STH e

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

The preferred alternative BLL.M 18 proposing does not adequarely rellect 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 mangement in All. 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 at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine acea is a mistake.

There is use ocenrring in those areas currently. where will Ilmt use go? Especially

for the Lapine and Prineville residents. '

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
liksted at $18 billion annu'}l]y the i inéreasing use is not rt‘flcuu 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 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.

Print Name F&Jl c. e v \_grom

ﬁmﬂﬂ_g.;_j_ﬂm_o\uk e, A ATEET

Address _)

Signed

S
Or E-mail form letter to BLM to upper_ deschutes_ RMP@or.bim.gov
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. BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open {o the Public, by sending this
form letter by mail or e-mail. Thank Yeu for your Support

Bureau of Land Management HECEEVED

ATT: Teal Rurrington ’
3050 NE 3rd St. i JAN 0 5 2004

Prineville, Oregon 97754
e BLMPRINEVILLE  ~

»# DISTRICT
ki

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft’
. r

As a concerned citizen and recreationist [ would like {o be on record as *
supportive of motarized 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 aréas 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 providimgno™ - -
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
" liksted 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 atternpting 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. a

Print Name Qi&\‘va\/\\// g\m LiAe,

— \ g aG7e
Address 1606  S€ Le_imj Ve IO(EQ‘ ct. M /WauuLLr‘e / O 3
Signed //%/ %Z~_.

‘()1‘)8(13/::1! form letter to BLM to upper_ deschutes__Rj‘.ijP@or.blm.@v




BLMfonnletter

BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this
form letter by mail or e-mail. Thank Yeu for your Support

Bureaw of Land Management
ATT: Teal Rurrington

3050 NE 3rd St.

Prineville, Oregon 97754

RE: Upper Ileschutes Resource Management 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 preferved alternative BLM s proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our sport
and the users as thereare no assurances BLM will ever have the resources to put

together a duwnau.c trail system in the areas proposed.,

The Lu;(rre.s\wv vegelation mangement in Alt. 7 of the Tumpu woudhmds will
negatively impact v propsed trail system. , 2

motor M.Ld up sort umhus ar P ﬂm.w]e I\cscnmr angd 1he I .apine arey isa nmldkc
“There is uge oceurring in those areas currently, where will that use go? Especially

for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
f

'

- Qur use is inereasing approzimately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment _
liksted at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the severe

hmuaumm 1o OHV yge on BLM land.

Pleage adopt « more flexible road irail density to allow for the best use of the land
and for a designaied trail system that will succeed. By micromanaging vour areus
and atternpting o put separate trails in for several different uses in the same areas
we feel (the management will fail and ultiumately our use will suffer further

restrictions.

. -
Print Name | . AATD L( }f na.3.9..

Address QCZ E 2;":'5? S & )/L//U/L { ch S

Sigued ./

Or E-mail form letter to BLM (o upper_ deschutes RMP@or.blm.gov

Page | of 2
200

RECEIVED
JAN 0 5 2004

bid Bim PRENEWLLE
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BLM FORM LETTER
Please Help Keep Qur Public Land Open to the Public, by seﬁding this.

form letter by mail or e-mail. Thaok You for your Support .
RECEIVED

Bureau of Land Management

ATT: Teal Rurrington :

3050 NE 3rd St. JAN 0 5 2004

Prineville, Oregon 97754 - 1 BLM PHINEVRLLE
- . , , DISTRI

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft ‘ 7:' v er

- r.

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

The preferred alternative BL.M is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemenied, This interim policy greatly affects our sport
and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the resources 0 put
togother a designated trail sysiem in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation mangem{:m inn All. 7 of the Juniper-woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail system. v

- 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 witiTsales of OHV equipment
liksted ar $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitations o OHV use on BLM land.

Please adopi & more Hexible road mait density to allow for the best use of the land
and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By micromanaging your aveas
and atfempting to pul 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.

Print Name ~———)’G§? WE\{“\\ Y H"‘"“
Address QS{) %2 (g S E &QJ L Q “3
Signed d/{wi"“' 7./{// RN 47N @%

Lo

Or E-mail form letter to BLLM to upper_ deschutes_RJ\'IP@or.bl.m#av
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this

form letter by mail or e-mail. Thank You for your %uppmﬁ _
. ECEIVED

Bureau of Land Management | J 0

ATT: Teal Rurrington ' AN 5 2004
3050 NE 3rd St. BLM PRINEVILLE
Prineville, Oregon 97754 ' : DISTRICT

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management 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 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 providingno ™~ -
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

tor the Lapine and Prineville residents, '

L

—  OQuruseis increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHY equipment
liksted at $18 billion annually  the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitations to QOHV 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
T we feel the management will fail and ultimately our use will suffer further
restrictions.
-5

Print Name WZLWM aﬁagﬂuﬂi(/
) _ dlu,s SZ :)? E W\/ IU/\,W\(‘JQ
Sigmed /7/1/‘?/{/( /‘(’JLM., 7,4[ 1o

Or E-mail form If.ttu to BLM to uppu desahutes_RMP(f{)or.bl.m.guv
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- BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this

~ form letter by mail or e-mail. Thank You for vour Support
Bureau of Land Management D

ATT: Teal Burrington .
3050 NE 3rd St. : JAN 0 5 2004

Prineville, Oregon 97754 ' - BLM PRINEVIL =
. . - , . DISTRICT
RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft M PISTRICT

1

As a concerned citizen and recredtionist I would like to be on record as
supportive ol motorized recreation on BLLM lands in Ceniral Oregon.
The preferved alternative BIL.M 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 mangement in All, 7 ot the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail system,

- We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no

matorized oppartunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake.-
There is use oceurring in those areas currently. where will that use go? Tispecially
for the Lapine and Prineville residents, -

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment —
liksted 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 irail density to allow for the best use of the land

and for a designaied trail system that will succeed. By micromanaging vour arcus

and attempting to put separate trails in for several different uses in the game areas
we feel the managethent will fail and ultimately our use will suffer further

restrictions.
LIRS 1 @

Print N’ume N et
Addresg%?ﬁi?ﬁ E_Ef_ )ﬁ/mv _,C .g_._Al,ww,sm-_ﬁn__
Signed %\B i |

Or E-mail form letter to BLM to upper_ deschutes_RI\"IP@or.blm.gov
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this

form leter by mail or e-mail. Thank Yeu for vour Support , _
RECEIVED

Bureau of Land Management

ATT: Teal Rurrington '
3050 NE 3rd St, JAN 0 5 ZUM
Prineville, Oregon 97754 BLI PRINEVILLE
: DISTRICT
RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft "‘
i

As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record as ¢

“supporiive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.”

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
iriterim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our sport
and the users as there are no assurances BL.M will 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 at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake.

There is use occurring in those areas curtently. where will that use go? Especially

for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually ®ith sales of OHV equipment
liksted at $18 billion annually = the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitations to OHV use on BLM land. -

3

Please adopt a more flexible road mail 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.

Print Neme __ "7 L2, I/”;Z!Q’W—-/':.r /(J ‘
Address /\;/ /Q

' /,m ' —
(/’"’M y / 7("'r . \

Or E-mail form letterto BLM to upper_ deschutes_ RMP@or.bim.gov
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Cur Public Land Open to the Publie, by sending this
form letter by mail or e-mail. Thank You for your Support

RECEIVED

Bureau of Land Management

ATT: Teal Rurrington - '
3050 NE 3rd St, JAN 6 5 2004
Prineville, Oregon 97754 - | | MPRIN%%MLE

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft

K
r

[

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

The preferred alternative BL.M is proposing does not adequatelyreflect 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 mangement in AlL, 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 oppmumlw% at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area s a mistake.
There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use i,o Bspecially
for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
liksted at $18 billion annually -~ the increasing use {s not reflected in the severe
limitations to OHV use on BLM land,

Please adopt & more Hexible road mail density to allow for the best use of'the land

“and for a designated trail system that will succeed, By micromaxw;im3 YOUr arcas

and attempting o put separate trails in for several different nges in the same areas
we feel the management will fail and ultimately our use will suffer further
restrictions.

Print Name QFM(K% LCVV)/)”)
aoss | 7460 M/WM /!

Signed 8/2/@,1'\; J ~M l/’f /w}/wi

Or E-mail form letter to BLM to upper_ deschutes_ RMP@or.bim.gov

Page ] of 2
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Gur-Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this
form letter by wail or e-mail, Thank You for your Support

Page | ,,f,_%
Z A

" RECEIVED
ATT: Teal Purrington ' | JAN @ 5 2004

Bureau of Land Management

3050 NE 3vd St.

Prineville, Oregon 97754 ‘ » BLM PRINEVILLE
S , i ‘ DISTRICT *
RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft M

L]

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

The preferred altemmative BLM is proposing doés 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 vegelation 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
moiorized 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.

Qur use is increasing ﬂppr(uxilrmcw 20 annually with sales of OHY equipment
liksted at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitations to OHV use op BLM land. '

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

Print Namcj lA‘{)l (\1 T Q + \/\

=

Or E-mail form letter to BLM to upper_ deschutes RMP@or.binigos__
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this
form letter by mail or e-mail, Thank Yoeu for your Support

Page 1 of 2

Y

8

RECEIVED
ATT: Teal Burrington : JAN 0 5 2004

Bureau of Land Management

3050 NE 3rd St.

Deineville (MY

Prineville, Oregon 97754 | %WPRIN%HE
I , . . o

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft "‘ SR .

As a concetned cilizen and recreationist | would like 10 be.on record as *
supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.

The prcf’c,rrcd alternative BLM is proposim; 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 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 {eel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake,
There is use occurring in those areas currenfly, where will that use go? Especially
for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Qur use is incrensing appr (mmau.]v 20% dnrmaliy with sales of OHV equipment
liksted at §18 billon annually = the increasing use is notf reflected in the severe
limitations o OHV use on BLM land.

Please adopt & more Nexible road frail density to allow for the best use of the land
and for a designared 1rail system that will succeed. By micromanaging vour areas
and attempting to put separate trailg in for several different uses in the same areas
we [eel the management will fail and ultimately our use will sutfer further
restrictions. ‘

Q(,M:'Lﬂ e, )_d lﬂf\m

Print Name

Address J_“jg@m ﬂ.elv\!n aj o Cd

Signed ‘,...,.,,DLLC.P»A(LQ..»‘!““MW"\

Or E-mail form letter to BLM to-upper_ deschutes RMP@or.bim.gov
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BLM FORM LETTER

"
™

Please Help Keep Qur Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this
form letter by mazl or e-mail. Thank You for your Suppert

, Eureal; of Land Management : HEGEE\!ED

ATT: Teal urrington
3050 NE 3rd St. 4 ' 2004
Prineville, Oregon 97754 } JAN 0 5

" " " . ' w B FRlNEVlLLE
RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft msmnm‘

. f

As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like (o be on record ag *
supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Ceniral Oregon.

The preferred alternative BLM s proposing does not adequartely reflect how an
interim. policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly atfects 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 mangement in Alf. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail system.

We do not support the closure of.the-Badlands and feel that fu‘i‘n'idirikf no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine arca is 2 mistake.
There is use occurring in those areas currently. where will that use go? Especially
for the Lapine and Prineville residents. ' '

e ~ Qur use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
liksted ar $18 billion annually » the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
[imitations to OHV use on BLM land.

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allodw for the best use of the land
and for a designated trail system that will succeed. }}By MICTOMANAKING Your areas
and attempting to put separate trails in for several different uses inn the same areas
we feel the management will fail and ullmmlcly our use will suffer further
restrictions,

Print Name 57‘@(){2 Zfﬁéﬂ/’\ 171-/\
s me%{’ 15%% Aord f Stacada

Or E-mail form i_etfter to BLM to u,p per_ deschutes_ RMP@or. blvm.gov

Signed
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public L.and Open to the Public, by sending this

form letier by mail or e-mail. Thank You for your Support
RECEIVED

Bureau of Land Management

ATT: Teal Burrington
3050 NE 3rd St | JAN © 5 2004
Prineville, Oregon 97754 ' BLIE PRINEVILLE
. . " " DISTRICT
RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft y
' r

LY

As a concerned citizen and recreationist 1 would like to be on record as
supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.’

The preferred altemative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly atfects 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 mangement in Alt, 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact & propsed trail sysiem.

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities ar Prineville Reservolir 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 209 annually with sales of OHV equipment
‘ liksted at §18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitations to OHV use on BLM land.

Please adopt & more flexible road mail dengity to-allow for the best use of the-land
and for a designated frail system that will succeed. By micromanaging vour areas
and attempting to put separale trails in for several different uses in the same areas
we feel the management will fail and uhumucly our use will suffer further
restrictions.

Prml Name \)6‘ . ]’"\Uf LQ\W)W\
f\ddlws ‘“?QQO S Du ﬂlE"QCA’” i l

Signed _ 322, é@_"?@j”/ﬁﬁ?

Or E-mail form gl;: to BL.M to upper_ deschutes_ RMP@or.bim.gov




R

BLMformletter ' ‘ Page | of 2

BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Qur Public Lund Open to the Public, by sending this
form letier by mail or e-mail. Thank You for your Support

REGEIVED

Bureau of Land Mansagement

ATT: Teal Rurrington 004
3050 NE 3rd St. JAN 05 2
Prineville, Oregon 97754 » BLW PRINEVILLE
: ' i ' DISTRICT
RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft T
, b

As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like 1o 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 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 J—
motorized opportunities at Paneville 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 equipmeni
— liksted at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitations o OHV use on BLM land.

Pleage adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of the land
and for a designated 1rail systemn that will succeed. By micromanaging yvour areas
and attempting to put sepacate trails in for several different uses in the same areas
we feel the management will fail and ultimately our use will suffer further
restrictions. "

Address 3 A1 18 'Pr&i e .CY“ cok Rd Joseph OR 9784

: @ o7 1
Signed z/ :

Or E-mail form letter to BLM to upper_ deschutes_ RMP@or.bim.gov
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, hy sending this
form letter by mail or e-mail. Thank You for your Support

RECEIVED

Bureaun of L.and Management

ATT: Teal Rurrington : ‘ _ JAN 05 2004
-3050 NE 3rd S¢, ‘ ‘
" Prineville, Oregon 97754 BLM PRINEVILLE
- . DISTRICT
: ki g

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft

*

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

The preferred alternative BI.M 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 mangement i Al 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail system,

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providingno -
motofized opportunities al Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine areq is & mistake.
There is use occurring in these areas currently, where \H” that use go? Especially
for the Lapine and l’mnex ille residents. :

Our use 1s increasing approximately 20% annpally with sales of OHY equipment
liksted at $18 bithon annually - the increasing use is mot reflected in the severe
Qimitations to OHV use on BLM land,

Please adopt & more Hexible road trail density to allow for the best use of 1he land
and for a designaied {rail system that will succeed. By micromanaging yvour areas
: and attempting to put separate trails in for several different tses in the same areas
. we fecl the management will fail and ultimately our use will suffer further
restrictions,

/w’y
Print Name » 4 ()/6’( /((J’ / /"m[j
Address JP 0: 6’)(' («9“’) £5+”\£§d"\ ()[& 6‘770 ﬁ
SlL,HL(/Rﬂ,{?ﬂW .... e v

[ S
O Bemail form letter to BLM to u‘pper__ deschutes RMP@or.bim.gov
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Qur Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this
form letter by mail or e-mail. Thank You for your Support

Bureau of Land Management

RECEIVED
ATT: Teal urrington '

3050 NE 3rd St. AN O 5 2004
Prineville, Oregon 97754 : /

‘ . . ' 0 B PRINEVILLE
RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft DISTRICT '

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 altemnative BL.M 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 mangement in All, 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
maotorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a'mistake.
There Is use ocowrring in those areas currently. where will that use go? Especially
for the l.apine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV eq uxpmcm
' liksted at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitations to OHV use on BLM Jand.

- Pleage adopt @ 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 vour areas
and attempting to put separate trails in for several different uses in the same areas
we feel the management will 1a11 and uhmmteh our use will suffer further
restrictions.- :

Print Name 75//2’” I 4P% ,(‘0/’;) 7 )7 /L/Q
address | 237 SE B37d Lt /;/ oA D? P

Signed W/Wﬁ jﬁf%“

Or E-mail i(arm fetter fo BLM to upper_ deschutes_ RMP@or.blnm.gov
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this
form letter by mail or e-mail. Thank You for vour Support

Bureau of Land Management

RECEIVED
© ATT: Teal Rurrington

3050 NE 3rd St. | - JAN 0 5 2004
Prineville, Oregon 97754 . ‘ :

, : BLWM PRINEVILLE
RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Diraft " “ DISTRICT
.

As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like fo 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 BL.M will 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 sysrem. ‘

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel thal providingno . — - .. .
motorized opportunities at Prinevilie Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake.

There is use oceurring in those areas currently, where will that use go? Especially

for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 209 annually with sales of OHV equipment
liksted at $18billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitations to OHV use on BLM land.

Please adopt ¢ more {lexible road tail density (o 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 ulamately our use will suffer further.
restrictions.

nddress TEHAL_F. tEowaS  Zi] ;’7(;,«? v LoEFETT OR Z f-‘"@/zg

Signed M;ﬁ,:m’” e —
1"WM =

=

Y

i

QrHZh1ail form letter to BLM to upper_ deschutes_ RMP@or.blm.gov
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, by sending this

forn: letter by mail or e-mail. Thank Yoeu for your Support
RECEIVED

Bureau of Land Management

ATT: Teal Rurrington
3050 NE 3rd St. JAN 0 5 2004
ineville 2 5 ‘
Prineville, Oregon 97754 BLAS PRINEVILLE
- . " ‘ . DISTRICT
RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft ' w PISTR
, , i

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 BL.M 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 mangement in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail system.

We do not supperi the closure ofthe 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? Lspecially,
for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Qur use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of QHV equipment
liksted al $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitations to OV use on BLM land. - :

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use ol the land
and fora -designated trail system that will succeed. By hnuomdnaung YOUr Aress
and attempting to puf separafe trails in for several different uses in the same areas
we feel the management will fail and ultimately our use will suffer further
restrictions.

Prin.r Name _ 1~/ g\f/ /1/4 CX .7 “ v
sioes 129G 0 Jonn 4 o d ([ R Qo
Signed - %{Q/‘) /’b L;J/Mﬁ\/ . _ -

Or B-mail form letter to BLM to upper_ deschutes_ RMP@or.bhm.gov
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hondapros 2@aol.com () To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or,bim.gov

. cce:
01/05/2004 10:33 AM g pject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(hondapros2@aol ,com) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 13:;33:11

name: KevinClark
address: 7407 SE Jack St; Milwaukie, 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 ig proposing doeg not adeguately 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? Espe01ally for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equlpment
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



o ot COMAC and BL
Subj A M
01/05/2004. 11:31 AM ubject: COMAC an

i

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(jessenmk@galaxynet.com) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 14:31:49

name: Matthew Jessen
address: Forest Grove, OR 97116

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 opportunltles 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 eguipment
listed at $18 billicn annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to CHV 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: Thank you for your tlme . . ) _
VR ’ i ’
Matt

Submit: Submit

jessenmk@galaxynet .c To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.bim.gov



0 ‘ ‘ cc:
01/05/2004 11:54 AM Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(lynned54le@charter.net) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 14:54:52

hame: David Depweg
address: 9111 Cedar Way. Xeno, Oregon 97627 P.O. Box 840
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 adeguately 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 lLapine 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 OBV 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 areags and attempting to designate different trails- fer——:
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will f£3il and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: We thank you for considering this for us. .

Submit: Submit

lyrined541@charter.net To: shaylor@realestatechamplons com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.him.gov



steven .eldridge@office . To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.bim.gov

xerox.com () o
Subject; COMAC and BLM
01/05/2004 02:07 PM ubjec AC an

Below is the result of your feedback form. . It was submitted by
(steven.eldridge@office.xerox.com) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 17:07:42

B e i e el Rk R R

name: Steven Eldridge

address: 7405 SW 172nd Ave, Beavertom, OR 87007

comment: As a concerned citizen and OHV recreationist I would like to be on
record ag 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 BILM 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 prov1d1ng no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where w1ll that use
go? Espe01ally for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use has increasing approximately 20% annually with saleg of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion amnually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
~severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.

‘Please adopt a more flexible road trail den51ty to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail gystem 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 feel that the BLM should make the land-available to all users. OHV
users ghould have as.much a right to these areas as non-motorized users.

Submit: Submit
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traiffolk@cableone .net To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.bim.gov ]

0 cc:
: ject: COMAC L
010512004 07:43PM Ukt and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It wag submitted by
(trailfolk@cableone.net) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 22:43:30

name: Ben Reingold
address: 4275 E. Aphorodite Ct., Boise, Idaho 83716

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 adeguately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
gport 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. s
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 CHV eguipment
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 traill density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By

- micromanaging your areas and attemptlng to designate different trails for
several different uses in the samé areas we feel the ‘management w111 fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions. .

textarea: Public lands not officially designated wilderness by congress
shouldn't be managed as wilderness in terms of access.— These areas should be -
proactively managed for mdtorized access rather using the "off limits" policy.
I work in the field of fisheries research yet I enjoy and appreciate-
responsible two-wheeled motorized travel on public lands. It 1sg a great
family spoxrt, and makes for a great tool to see and spend time in beautiful
country. Not all folks who choose motorized access are careless riders. It's
not fair to generalize. We are out their for the same reasong as other users,
except we choose to use a trail machine for access rather than a horse, foot,
or bicyecle. It's not fair to let a few bad apples ruin it for the responsible
gitizen. Our tax dollars are paying for govermment law enforcement to enforce
and educate the public, and should be used to help manage rather than full
closure. Closing these areas will destroy an enjoyable freedom that we !

hate to lose. T don't think it's fair to manage our public lands for
specific user groups that don't believe in the way we recreate. We have just g
as much right to recreate in our fashion as there's, and we are american
citizens who pay taxes and our voices should carry as much weight as anyone
else. Please consider keeping my BLM public lands open to future motorlzed
access in gquality area's.

Thank you. '
Ben Reingold

Submit: Submit



rshroy@charter .net () To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.bim.gov
. o
01/05{2004 1117 PM Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(rshroy@charter.net) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 02:17:58

name: Rick Shroy

address: 4050 Sunland ave., Central Point, OR 97502

.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 mo assurances BIM 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 prov1d1ng 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?  Especilally 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 fuither restrictions.

textarea: I feel any further restrictions on any Oregon BLM lands will cause
un-necessary excess damge to the lands by reducing the size of riding areas as

the use of off read use continues to increase. . —

Submit: Submit



martholst@wmconnect . To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or .blm.gov
com () cc; _

Subject:
01/06/2004 12:02 AM ubject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(martholst@wmconnect.com) on Thesday, January 6, 2004 at 03:02:24

P e e e e e e P e o e e e e e e e e A e e M e B M e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e G e e e St S e A e S S e e e e e e e

name: Marty Holstien
address: 2571 Southport way medford . Or. 97504

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 intérim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BIM 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 i1s increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually &#8211; the increasing use ig 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 afeas-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: Please keep our land opén. Everyone complains about not spending
time with our family, this is how we spend time together. DON'T TAKE THAT AWAY
FROM USI! 1!} ) i

Submit : Submit



dbuckalew@keyww .co To: shaylor@lrealestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.him.gov

™0 ' Subject: COMAC and BLM
ject:
01/06/2004 08i00 AN —ubiect: COMAC and BLY

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(dbuckalew@keyww.com) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 11:00:51

e e s o o e e e e R e e e e e e e e R e e e e e e b e K e e B e b o e e e

name: Dave Buckalew
address: 2888 Brookdale Dr. Central Point, OR 97502

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
ag 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
. 8port 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
moterized opportunities at Prineville Reseérvoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Espe01a11y for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equlpment
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
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kmorinville@att .net () To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.bim.gov

CC.
01/06/2004 08:24 AM g piect: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(kmorinville@att.net) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 11:24:04

e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e e e o e e e e e e e e e R e e e e e e e e e o=

name: Keith Morinville
address: 3402 Summerset Way Boise ID

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 BILM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an-:
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the ugers as there are no assurances BILM 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 prov1d1ng 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 CHV equipment
listed at 518 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 demnsity 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 vacationed in prineville, OR. Fly-fished on the crooked river
as well as the Deshutes. I'd like to have the oppourtunity to bring my
children to this area for future fishing/riding trips. My—family and I enjoy
sightseeing and recreational off-road riding together. Thanks for your time.
The Morinville's from Boise. '

Submit: Submit
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"Cakes H." To: Upper_Deschutes_ RMP@or.bim.gov

<max_chic@hotmail .co . cc:
m> - Subject: Implications for OHV

01/06/2004 09:18 AM

To Whom It May Concern:
I have been researching the Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan, so as to make an
informed comment on the draft. However I cannot determine the exact implications for OHV

within this draft.

If you could please provide me with a specific site or information on the impacts and
implications for OHV, that would be greatly appreciated. ‘

Thank you for your time!

Sincerely,

Laurel Hall

*Let there be PEACE on Earth... * ]

Working moms: Find helpful tips here on managing kids, home, work — and yourself,
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caruso@mind .net () To: shaylor@realestatechamplons com, upper_deschutes rmp@or bim.gov

CC

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(caruso@mind.net) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 12:57:13

name: Mike Caruso
address: 620 5. Oregon Box 882Jacksonv1lee, Or 97530

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on re001d
as supportive of motorized recreation on BIM lands in Central Oregon.

The preferred alternative BLM is propeosing 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 Junlper 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 de51gnated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different usezs.in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit
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patpelzel@hotmail .com To: shaylor@realestatechamplons com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.bim.gov
cc: ,
Subject: COMAC and BLM

01/06/2004 11:52 AM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(patpelzel@hotmail.com) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 14:52:15

e e e s e e e e i e e e e v e e e ma e e B e e e e e e e T e e e e e e e e e e e e = e

name: Pat Pelzel
address: 2182 hill way, medford OR 97504

comment: As a concerned c1tlzen 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 4in 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 den51ty 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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TawmN@aol .com To: upber_deséhutes_RMP@or.blm.gov
) cc: TawmN@aol.com
01/06/2004 12:24 PM Subject: RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal Purrington

3050 NE 3rd St.

Prineville, Oregon 97754

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Manaqement Draft

" As a concerned citizen and recreationist | would Iike 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 nega’uvely
impact a propsed 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 liksted at $18

billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the severe limitations to OHV use on BLM
land. ’

Please adopt a more fiexible 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.

-Tom Niemela
1101 SE 53rd Court
Hillsboro, OR 97123

)



“Jim/ Creagh! To: <upper.deschutes.RMP@or.blm.gov>
<creagh@oregontrail .ne cc:
t> ' Subject: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Area Comments

01/06/2004 01:34 PM

l would at thls time address my concems of the Management Plan and the impact that
it could have for years to come. :

First of all many of us are getting-up in age and still enjoy the great outdoors, |do see
this plan as a means of limiting our access to many of the activities that we enjoy. - My
wife and | do rockhounding, prospecting, hunting and ﬁshing Much of what | have
been able to digest out of your reports could have a major |mpact on our use of our
public land.

Many of events over the years have changed to Iandscape whether caused by mother
nature or man. All of the changing of the landscape is just another page in the book of
time. | do not agree with many that the activities of man are bad but rather, what was
- needed at the time and the knowledge they had. As for man, many of the changes that

occurred to the landscape were what made our nation strong and supported life as we
“know it. Now that is not all bad noris it all good. This old land has the ability to heal it's
self or change it's self. What could be an eye sore to one could be fond memories to

- others. , »

There is also an element of trust or lack of trust. ‘| have met many within BLM who | feel

a trust in but also on the other hand | have seen documented cases where both

endangered plants, animals and birds have been placed into areas of concern just to

sway the results of studies such as this. | also know that there are groups of highly
inferested people from the outside that tend to do the same kind of thing. | cau’uon you

1o look at this ac’uwty very close and act responsibly. ) — .

There is somethlng else that | feel really needs to be addressed. | know it is hard to get
- the general public to take the time to provide input. Buton the other hand | know it is

~ easy to get a group of people with an axe to grind to provide the largest amount of
responses on a project such as this. | do hope this is also taken into the process.

I saw very little in your reports that provided access to the prospector which is covered
by the 1872 mining act. Even if there is not much activity taking place at this time, it
does not mean that it won't. There has to be something to the legend of the Blue -
Bucket Mine from the Oregon Trail days, it very well could be located within the study
area. The research that has been done on this topic suggests that it is. Itis also
another example how mother nature could of changed the face of the earth so as not to
‘show the location of the Blue Bucket very easy or other events such as this.

In my opinion, | strongly prefer Alternative #2 if change is to be made. | would rather
have number 1 but | do realize that man plays a part into this. | also see the other
alterna’uves being to restrictive.



I will be most interested in watching the outcome of this costly project and pray that it be
done honestly and fairly. .

Jim Williams
16125 Sparks Drive
La Pine, Oregon 97739

. PS, please let me know if this was received.



risenmay@qwest .net () To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
ole}
01/06/2004 02:11PM gy pject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(risenmayegwest.net) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 17:11:15

name: Jess Risenmay
address: 5903 Aspen Way NE Salem, OR 97301

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 d651gnated 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? Espec1ally for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equlpment
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 de51gnated 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
ultlmately our uge will suffer further restrictions. :
Sincerely, Jess Risenmay :

Submit: Submit
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Doug Heiken  To upper_deschutes_RMP@or.bim.gov, Doug Heiken
<onrcdoug@efn .org> <onrcdoug@efn.org>
ce: ‘.
01/06/2004 02:35 PM Subject: ONRC comments on the DEIS for the Upper Descutes RMP revision
Please respond to Doug '

Heiken

Dear BLM:

Please accept the following comments form Oregon Natural Resources Council on the Upper
Deschutes RMP DEIS dated October 2003. ' 7

1. Wilderness study areas should be given stronger protection to ensure that their values are

- preserved for the long-term.

2. Roadless areas are of such critical importance that the BLM should conduct an analysis
on how to expand existing roadless areas and create new ones, where ecological
processes such as fire can be permitted to play out with minimal human intervention. The
recognized values of roadless areas, include: (1) High quality or undisturbed soil, water,
and air; (2) Sources of public drinking water; (3) Diversity of plant and animal
communities; (4) Habitat for threatened, endangered, proposed, candidate, and sensitive
species and for those species dependent on large, undisturbed areas of land; (5) Primitive,
semi-primitive non-motorized and semi-primitive motorized classes of dispersed
recreation; (6) Reference landscapes; (7) Natural appearing landscapes with high scenic
quality; (8) Traditional cultural properties and sacred sites; and (9) Other locally
identified unique characteristics. 36 CFR §294.11

3. More areas should be considered for closure to livestock. Grazing has serious adverse - —=————

impacts on soil, recreation, native plant communities, water quality, fish habitat, fuel
profiles and fire regimes, wildlife populations, etc.

4. The critical value of snags and decayed wood need to be more fully recognized and
considered. See Rose, C.L., Marcot, B.G., Mellen, T.K., Ohmann, J.L., Waddell, K.L.,
Lindely, D.L., and B. Schrieber. 2001. Decaying Wood in Pacific Northwest Forests:
Concepts and Tools for Habitat Management, Chapter 24 in  Wildlife-Habitat
Relationships in Oregon and Washington (Johnson, D, H. and T. A. O'Neil. OSU Press.
2001) http://www.nwhi.org/nhi/whrow/chapter24cwb.pdf

5. Invasive weeds must be given more consideration and more aggressive steps taken to
PREVENT rather than merely mitigate new invasive species sites.

6. Juniper should be dealt with by excluding livestock and reintroducing fire, not through
mechanical means that will spread weeds and remove nutrients from the site. The
scientific basis for juniper control is highly questionable. Juniper will take care of itself
after you remove livestock and reintroduce fire.

"Many ranchers, rangeland managers, and range scientists in the Pacific Northwest
consider western juniper (Juniperus occidentalis Hook.) to be an invading weed that
reduces water infiltration, dries up springs and streams, increases erosion, reduces
biodiversity, and reduces the quality and quantity of forage for livestock and wildlife
species. Although there is little scientific evidence supporting most of these beliefs, they
are currently being used as rationales for controlling junipér on public and private lands,
Similar views were held about pinyon-juniper woodlands in the Southwest and Great
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Basin from the 1940's through the 1960's, When efforts were also made to control
woodland expansion.

"Pressures to control the further spread of western juniper and reduce its density in
woodlands are increasing. Because of the paucity of information on the
environmental effects of western juniper expansion in the Northwest, this paper
primarily reviews evidence from earlier studies of pinyon-juniper woodlands in
the Southwest and Great Basin. These studies rejected similar assumptions about
the deleterious effects of pinyon-juniper expansion on ecosystem properties and
call into question current rationales for controlling western juniper in the
Northwest. These studies also suggest that while the expansion of juniper might
alter species composition and decrease herbaceous biomass in grasslands and
shrublands, they have few detrimental effects on streamflow, aquatic organisms,
soil properties, or wildlife habitat. '

. while the expansion of juniper might alter species composition and decrease
herbaceous biomass in grasslands and shrublands, they have few detrimental
effects on streamflow, aquatic organisms, soil properties, or wildlife habitat. . . .
[Plopular conclusions about junipers ignore many of the complexities of natural
ecosystems, including the following:

1. 1. In arid and semi-arid climates, most snow- and rain-water simply

recharges the soil column; little excess is available to move downslope to
streams (Hlbbert 1983 West 1984)

2. Herbaceous plants and shrubs that replace trees also intercept rain and
snow, reducing the amount of water reaching the ground,;

3. Replacement plants also transpire and deplete soil water (Clary et al.
1974 Brown 1987a);

4. Tree removal exposés the soil and understory plants to direct sunlight,
causing elevated temperatures and increased evapotranspiration (Clary et
al. 1974, Everett and Sharrow 1985);

5. Tree removal exposes soils and understory plants to more wind, which
increases evapotranspiration (Everett and Sharrow 1985); and

6. In areas where water is in excess of that needed to recharge the soil, this
water may go to shallow aquifers rather than to streams (Hibbert 1983).

In other words, studies showing that junipers intercept precipitation and transpire
water (Young and Evans 1987, Eddleman and Miller. 1992) cannot be used to
conclude that this lost water would have ended up in streams and springs. To do.
so, water budgets of juniper-dominated and juniper-free sites would have to be
compared, or long-term changes in streamflow following juniper removal



238

"The consequences of large-scale prescribed burning on wildlife in the Pacific Northwest
are largely unknown because studies have been limited to investigating the effects of
small prescribed burns on specific species for a relatively short time after burning. The
potential effects of prescribed burning on a landscape scale should be examined carefully
to determine if the changes caused by prescribed burmng are compatible with other
management objectives for wildlife." '

: Tledemann AR., Klemmedson, J. O., and Evelyn L. Bull, Solution of forest health
problems with prescribed Fire: Are forest productivity and wildlife at risk?, Forest
Ecology and Management 127 (2000) 1+18 3,
http://147.46.94.112/forestfire/f14 20001271301.pdf

4, Forest areas should be restored as a natural forest with abundant large trees and snags, not
treated like a tree farm. Where it is appropriate to reintroduce fire, please reduce ground
fuels and ladder fuels, but do not thin canopies to reduce bulk density. Opening the
canopy will only stimulate growth of hazardous ladder fuels. Do not create any new
plantations since these are among the most unnatural and hazardous fuel profiles.

5. Please deal with OHVs by designating the entire area closed except where designated
open. and aggressively patrol to enforce this policy. Water quality, weed prevention, soil
conservation, wildlife habitat, and low- 1mpact recreation require it.

6. Please DO NOT simplify or homogenize ecosystems. -

Increased homogeneity (reduced patchiness) has negative attributes of increased
continuity of fuels and insect hosts that create significant problems in the

C— management of sustainable forests.

Everett, Schellhaas, Ohlson, Spurbeck, Keenum; 2001; Continuity in Fire Regimes
Between Riparian and Adjacent Sideslopes in the Douglas-fir Forest Series;
http://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/viewpub.jsp?index=4740 - —

Sincerely,

| /s/ Doug Heiken

Doug Heiken

Oregon Natural Resourcesg Council
PO Box 11648, Eugene OR 97440
541-344-0675, dh@onrc.org
http://www.onrc.org




"Frank Wildgrube " To: <upper_deschutes_ RMP@or.bim.gov>
<frank.wildgrube@veriz, cc:
on.net> Subject: Upper Deschutes Resourcé Management Draft

01/06/2004 02:43 PM

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal Purrington

3050 NE 3rd St.

Prineville, Oregon 97754

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management 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
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation mangement in Alt. 7 of the Jumper woodlands will negatively 1mpact a propsed trail
system.

A}

‘We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providim7 no motorized opportunities at Prineville
Reservoir and the Lapme 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 liksted at $18 hillion 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 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.

Sincerely

Frank Wildgrube

915SE8" Ave .

Hillsboro, OR 97123
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huskyrider250@msn.cc , To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.bim.gov

|- 0 cc
‘ ject: COMAC and BLM
01/06/2004 03:20 pyy Sublect: COMAC an

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(huskyrider250@msn.com) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 18:22:44

e e e e e e s e e S e o e e e b e e e e e e e Tm e e e S e e e e e e e e e M G e e G e P b e e R S

name: adam charlton
address: 4835 N.W Salishan Drive Portland,Oregon 97229

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 1s 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 billioh annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
gsevere 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 attemptiqg_to designate different trails fox
several different useg in the same areas we feel the management will’ fall and
ultlmately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit



jdfergus@mind .net () TosMWm@mm%mwmmmmmcmwwmmd%%M%rmp@mngw
.ce:
01/08/2004 04:07PM  sypject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(jdfergus@mind.net) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 19:07:11

name: Doug Fergus
address: 305 Hillcrest St. Ashland, 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 1s increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV egquipment
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 fall_and
nltimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: Please leave these areas open!! There are precious few places for
us to ride as it ig. Believe it or not, off road riding is one of the best

FAMILY activities that any family can do together. . -
Thanks for lisgtening to us! ‘

Submit: Submit



jerry.kelly@charter .net To: shaylor@reélestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.bim.gov
‘ ce:
: Subject: COMAC and BLM

01/06/2004 05:13PM -0 °

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(jerry.kellyecharter.net) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 20:13:35

s o o o o 1 o e o o o A o e e e Bm s e e e G e e e e e e e A Bt n e e e e fm T St S e e o T e G S e e ma e o

'

name: Jerry Kelly
address: 2365 eastside rd. Jacksomville ,OR 97530

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 adeguately 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 propcosed trail gystem.

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that prov1d1ng 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 restricticns. .

Submit: Submiﬁ



- jerry kelly@charter .net | To: mwb@mm%MRmemcm1wmrwmmwsmm@mbmgw

0 : cor
; t: C and BLM
' Oli0si2004 0529 PM U COMAC an

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(jerry.kellyecharter.net) on Tuesgday, January 6, 2004 at 20:29:07

o o e e e e e e T T e e T e i e e o e S e et e e e bt e e e e e e e e e e g

name: Jerry Kelly
address: 2365 eéstside rd. Jacksonville ,OR 97530

comment: Ag a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BIM lands in Central Oregon.

‘The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adeguately reflect how an
interim poliey 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 prov1d1ng no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake., Théere 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 equlpment
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: January-5, 2004

Bureau of Land Management,
Prineville District Office
3050 NE Third St
Prineville, Oregon 857753

Upper Deschutes RMP Teem,

As a concerned citizen that recreates in Oregon I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreatlon on BIM lands in Oregomn, espec1ally
‘Central Oregon.

The preferred altermnative BIM 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 Junlper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system,

I do not support the closure of thHe 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? This is especilally critical for the Lapine and Prineville area residents.



. The Interim Plan is not defined enough for comment.
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Our usge i1g increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV egquipment
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

N

‘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.
Micromanaging 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.

BLM Uppér 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 of BLM
administrative resources.

The Tumale—canals are thought to be some of the best rldlng areas in the area
and toc important to the users to close. o

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

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 Milican:

" Issue team discussion of the area proposed an increase in the seasonal use

that is not noted in Alt 7. August thru April would be a necessary addition to
recreational opportunities comnsidering 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,K critical habitat or deer winter range and ODF & W did not
have issue with usage in the Badlands. If wildlife concerns are minimal, it is
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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 i1s 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 copportunities for improvement in this foxr us all. I look
forward to discussing the upcoming OHV actions in the final management plan
with you. ' ‘

Sincerely,
Jerry kelly

-

Submi Submit
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ringo~-chica@charter.net To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:
Subject: COMAC and BLM

01/06/2004 09:23 PM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(ringo-chica@charter.net) on Wednesday, January 7, 2004 at 00:23:56

name:” Ben Franco
address: 2570 Samoan Way Medford, 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 adeguately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This dinterim 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
moterized opportunities at Primeville Regervoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is uge 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 attemptlng 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 love Oregon because of the wonderful riding parks that did not
exist in other states that I have lived in. Please don't take away the
thrill, fun and escape from the city.

Submit: Submit



_Lorni.R.Jarmie@lessch To: upper_deséhutes_rmp@or,blm.gov
wab.com ce

Subject: t |
01/07/2004 08:24 AM ubject: comments on plan

Input on the Draft Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan

I am an avid OHV enthusiast and, therefore, my comments will be focused on
the aspects of the plan that impact my chosen form of recreation.

I do not believe the plan is realistic because it does not address the
needs of a burgeoning OBV community. It is a fact that sales of OHVs are
increasing. It is a fact that riders from all over the state come to
Central Oregon to enjoy East Fort Rock and Millican. . Our popular riding
areas are showing the evidence of over use, yet to my knowledge, no new
trails have been developed in over 5 years and the plan actually calls for
reductions in trails! As more recreationalists are confined to smaller
areas two things will happen that will eventually lead to total closure.
First, there will be damage. Over use will make the trails impossible to
maintain. Second, there will be more accidents. Take a fixed number of
people and put them into a dwindling environment-and pretty soon they w1ll
start bouncing off each other.

" Here are my suggestions:

1. For every closure, create an opening: At the wvery least keep the
status quo~~ If a trail must be closed (for instance the 10 miles. of trails
that is in dispute in the Badlands) then open 10 mlles of trail somewhere
else,.

2. Create new riding areas. Preferably as far away as possible from the
public eye. Riding areas next to hlghways get noticed and can become
targets for anti-OHV groups.

T3, If new areas can not be created, then expand existing areas.

4, Open sections of hiking or mountain biking trails to motorized use
once a year and rotate them. For example, identify 12 trails that are
currently off-limits to motorized use and for one weekend each month open -
- one of them to OHVs. Rotate through the 12 so that each month there is a
gpecial place to ride. Charge for the privilege or have a club host =
poker run and donate a portion of the entry fees back to the BLM. You would
have to post notices to hikers and publish a calendar but it would be a
tremendous boost for the 'OHV community. This could also be useful if there
are trails that need to be cleared before hikers can use them.

I'm sure that one of the main incentives to reducing riding areas is
financial. I would hope that the money we pay for off-road stickers could
be used to maintain riding areas but I don’t know if that is the case.
Therefore, here are a couple of suggestions that may help to brldge the
financial gap.

1. Charge for camping at the staging areas. Most campgrounds charge a
few dollars a night. You could use the honor system and have a collection
box posted. ' )

2. Charge for trail maps. I would gladly pay a buck for a map. Again,
use the honor system and perhaps put up a notice that the funds collected
will be used to create new trails.

3. Create a super new riding area and charge to use it. The rider would



purchase a special sticker or a key to get in. I guarantee that many

riders would’ gladly pay for the privilege of using a new area.

4. Do a fund-raiser. Contact COMAC or another club and see if they

. would be willing to put on an event and donate the entry fees. Again,
advertise that the funds raised will be used to create more trails and I’1l

bet you get a terrific turnout. . ‘

I hope you will make every effort to increase the riding areas to support a

growing population of OHV enthusiasts.

Lorni Jarmie
Powell Butte, OR

49
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dlpcobs 1@aol.com () T0' shaylor@realestatechamplons com, upper_ deschutes _rmp@or.bim.gov

01/07/2004 10:21 AM Subject COMAC and BLM - o

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(dlpcobsl@aol.com) on Wednesday, January 7, 2004 at 13:21:51

e e e e e e e e e e e S R e B e e e e e e A e A e e e e e e e e s e o

name: Dave Paterson
address: 19865 J.W. Brown Rd, Bend, OR 97701

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 BIM will ever have the
resources to put together a de51gnated 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 mno
motorized opp01tunitieé at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especlally for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV eguipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OBV 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 differemt-—-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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dipcobs 1@aol.com () To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or,bim.gov
cc
01/07/2004 10:27 AM g pisct: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(dlpcobsl@aol.com) on Wednesday, January 7, 2004 at 13:27:25

name: Dave Paterson
“address: 19865 J.W. Brown R4. Bend, OR 97701

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

The preferred alternative BLM i1s proposing doeg not adeguately 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 féel the management will fail and
ultlmately our use w1ll suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit
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- chrispaterson@cobsbe To: shaylor@realestatechamplons .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.bim.gov

;. nd.com () ‘ S cc:
3 . COMAC and BL
¥ - 01/07/2004 11:57 AM ubject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the resgult of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(chrispaterson@cobsbend,com) on Wednegday, January 7, 2004 at 14:57:16

e e e e e e e = o e e e e = e e e e e e e e tm A b e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e

name: chris paterson
. address: 60670 crockett

comment: Ag 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 ig proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
gport and the usersg asg 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 prov1d1ng 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. .
Qur 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 OHEV 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
geveral different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictioms.

A}

Submit: Submit _ _
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cyberwes@terragon .co To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.bim.gov
m() ce:
01/07/2004 12:26 PM Subject: COMAC and BLM

.Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
- (cyberwes@terragon.com) on Wednesday, January 7, 2004 at 15:26:49

e e o e e e e e e e e = e R e e T R m e e = e e e b e e e o e = e ae o m  —  a

name: Wes Molsberry
address: 9081 Lower River 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 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 prov1dlng no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Rese€rvoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Espec1ally for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equlpment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.

Pleasge 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 fer
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

’

textarea:
.The aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper wocdlands will__
negatively impact a proposed trail system.

I do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
moteorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake . There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? This is especially critical for the Lapine and Prineville area residents.

Our 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

prejudlclally dlscrlmlnated against

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density criteria to allow for .the best
uge of the land, and for a designated trail system that will succeed.
Micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas management w111 fail, and ultimately
our use w111 suffer furthel restrictions.

BLM Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft - Spec1f1c area 1ssues, and
objections; - . ,
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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 of BLM
administrative resources.

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

The Plan will not accommodate current use in Cline Buttes, and does not
address increased use/demand for the life of the plan . This is not logical,
and it 1s 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
plamning area. Area residents will be dramatically impacted without due cause.

—~-—~ Bnowmobiling needs to be exempt~from the limitations completely .

In regard to Scuth Milican: ' .

Issue team discussion of the area proposed an increase in the seasonal use
that is not noted in Alt 7 . August thru April would be a necessary 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 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 1nadequate on-the-ground management by your agency. Own it, and
fix it.

In regard to Prineville Reservoir:

" Managing current OHV use by closure w1thout any recreatlonal opportunltles is

unwarranted

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



Sincerely, Wes Molsberry

Submit: Submit
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thaats@bendcable .com - To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.bim.gov
0 . ce '

Subject: d
01/07/2004 03:08 PM ubject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(thaats@bendcable.com) on Wednesday, January 7, 2004 at 18:08:18

name: Tom Haats
address: PO Box 6777, Bend 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 BILM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas propcosed.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 mandate of government ‘should be response to the people it
serves. While we need to.balance use with conservation, too often a vocal
minority who may not be representative of the desires of the majority of their
fellow citizens ends up closing off lands which should be maintained for the
public use by all types of users (agriculture, motorized recreation,
equestrians, hikers, snowshoers, mountain bikers, etc.).

Submit: Submit




