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The following is a synopsis of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement of the Western Oregon Plan Revisions (WOPR), a plan from the Bush Administration to significantly increase logging, including clear cutting of old-growth forests, on over 2-million acres of public land managed by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) in Western Oregon.

The WOPR covers six districts of the BLM: Medford, Roseburg, Eugene, Salem, Coos Bay and the Klamath Falls Resource Area of the Lakeview District. Significantly, the WOPR removes the BLM from the framework of the Northwest Forest Plan by eliminating late-successional reserves and adaptive management areas, removing protections for late-successional species and significantly reducing protections for streams and aquatic habitats.

The WOPR analyzes three new management alternatives for BLM forests against the existing management under the Northwest Forest Plan (the No Action Alternative). The key differences in the alternatives are 1) the width of riparian reserves; 2) the retention of green trees after clearcutting; 3) circumstances under which post-fire logging is allowed; and 4) management of the threatened northern spotted owl and marbled murrelet.

Reason for the WOPR

The WOPR came from a settlement agreement between the Bush Administration and the timber industry group American Forests Resources Council. A lawsuit by the AFRC alleged that “the [1937] O&C Act had not been appropriately considered in applying the Northwest Forest Plan's management direction” to BLM lands in Western Oregon (A-929*). At the time of settlement, the case was on appeal, having been dismissed by a D.C. District Court. In the settlement agreement, the Bush Administration agreed to “consider an alternative that would not create any reserves on the O&C lands, required to avoid jeopardy to species listed as threatened or endangered under the Endangered Species Act (A-929).” Under the Bush Administration, a new interpretation of law considers timber production the dominant use of Western Oregon's BLM forests (12).

The Alternatives…

Alternative 2, the preferred alternative, proposes to intensively manage mature and old growth forests for conversion into tree plantations (572) and identifies clearcutting without green tree retention as the preferred logging method (578).

Alternatives 1 and 2 create new land use allocations that would replace the existing allocations on BLM forests. The new allocations are: Timber Management Areas (TMAs), Riparian Management Areas (RMAs) and Late Successional Management Areas (LSMAs). Alternative 3 would create a large General Landscape Area.

Every ten years, Alternative 2 would clearcut 143,400 acres (140,000 acres of late-successional and old-growth forest). The No Action Alternative would clearcut 60,500 acres while thinning 100,000 acres. Alternative 1 would clearcut 90,600 acres and thin 113,400 (580). Alternative 3 would clearcut 3,900 acres and thin 284,900 (579-581).

Alternative 1:


TMAs are managed for a “high level of continuous timber production” and the “rotation age would…be 80-100 years” while there would be “no green tree retention after regeneration harvesting.”

LSMAs are designated to “provide structurally complex forests” and there is “no salvaging after disturbances.”

RMAs “provide for the riparian and aquatic conditions” by promoting structurally complex forest, but are “half the width of the current riparian reserves (XLVI).”

Of the 2.6 million acres of BLM land in western Oregon, 37% are TMAs, 28% are LSMAs and 9% are RMAs. The remainder is either congressionally (e.g. Wilderness) or administratively (e.g. not commercial forest) withdrawn (89). Over a ten-year period, approximately 800 miles of new road would be constructed (585).

Alternative 2 (Bush administration preferred alternative):

TMAs are managed for a “high level of continuous timber production” and the “rotation age would…be 80-100 years” while there would be “no green tree retention after regeneration harvesting.”

LSMAs are “based on the new recovery planning efforts for the northern spotted owl” and “[s]alvaging would be allowed to recover economic value” after disturbance.

RMAs would divide streams into “intermittent” and “perennial” streams. Intermittent streams without a “high risk of debris flow” are logged while leaving a “25 foot area with noncommercial vegetation on each side of the stream and 12 conifer trees per acre. “[A] 100 foot nonharvesting and shade retention area” is designated on each side of all other streams (XLVI-XLVII).

Of the 2.6 million acres of BLM land in western Oregon, 48% are TMAs, 19% are LSMAs and 6% are RMAs. The remainder is either congressionally or administratively withdrawn (89).

Under Alternative 2, 143,200 acres are clearcut and 43,300 are thinned per decade (493). Clearcut logging would generate 89% of the volume while thinning would generate 11% (536). Over a ten-year period, approximately 1,000 miles of new road would be constructed (585).

Pasted below is table 172 from the DEIS, displays the type of logging per age class under Alternative 2.

Note: Nonharvest land base refers to areas outside of TMAs.

Alternative 3:


The General Landscape Area would “provide continuous timber production” to “approximate natural stand-replacing disturbances (generally, 360 years north of Grants Pass and 240 years south of Grants Pass). There would be “6-9 green trees retained” after logging depending on the site, and salvage would be allowed. There would be a “deferral of regeneration harvests until 50% of an assessment area is older than the threshold stand age of 90 years north of Grants Pass and 140 years south of Grants Pass.”

RMAs would divide streams into “intermittent” and “perennial” streams. “Intermittent streams would allow no harvesting within 25 feet of the stream.” Perennial streams “would have a 100 foot nonharvesting and shade retention area on each side of the stream (XLVII).”

Of the 2.6 million acres of BLM land in western Oregon, 66% of would become a GLA and 7% would be RMAs. The remainder is either congressionally or administratively withdrawn (89). Over a ten-year period, aproximately 1,000 miles of new road would be constructed (585).

Common to all action alternatives:


o
Remove the BLM from the Northwest Forest Plan's Aquatic Conservation Strategy (111) as well as the Survey and Manage Program.


o
Drastically reduce Visual Resource Management (VRM) a four-tiered class system to preserve visual resources (789). All action alternatives would “maintain less existing visual resource within areas inventoried as class II and III compared to the no action alternative (792).”

Special Land Designations

National Landscape Conservation System (NLCS) lands are also included in the WOPR planning area. The NLCS lands are those that are managed to “conserve, protect and restore the identified outstanding cultural, ecological, and scientific values (44).” These lands include wilderness, wilderness study and instant wilderness study areas, wild and scenic rivers, national monuments, and other special areas.

Wild and Scenic Rivers

Under all action alternatives, interim protection would be provided to wild and scenic river corridors that are suitable for inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, or those that are eligible but have not yet been studied for suitability (43-44).

Potential Wilderness

In scoping, the public submitted 146 wilderness proposals. The BLM determined that 9 areas contained relevant wilderness characteristics. Under all action alternatives, the BLM would apply special management to maintain the wilderness characteristics on 5 of the 9 areas (784) however, management to maintain wilderness characteristics would not apply to portions of these units suitable for timber production (784). In other words, those areas would be logged. Interestingly, the WOPR ignores the largest forested roadless complex in the planning area: the proposed Wild Rogue Wilderness (418).

Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC)

There are 132 existing and potential (many submitted by citizens under scoping) ACECs in the planning area, 124 of which were analyzed. Under Alternative 2, 93 of the 124 sites would be designated, for a total of 72,318 acres (less than 3% of the BLM land base) (807). Under Alternative 2, twenty-four (24) of the 93 ACECs would be designated without the timber harvest base acres included (M 1308-M 1321). In other words, those acres would be logged. The relevant and important values of the remaining (non-designated) 31 ACECs “would eventually be degraded or lost (808).”

Recreation, Off Road Vehicle Areas

Attention to recreation is heavily weighted to OHV use. Alternative 2 would designate approximately 100,000 additional acres of “Off Highway Vehicle Emphasis Areas,” including one new emphasis area on the Coos Bay District. 10 new OHV emphasis areas would be added to the 3 existing on the Medford District, totaling 105,800 acres, or 12% of the district's total land base (143, 777-78). These are areas “where off-highway vehicle use is more concentrated and intensively managed.”

The projected levels of participation in non-motorized recreation is a 27.2% annual increase in the next decade verses a 2.3% annual increase for motorized OHV recreation (plus snowmobile/motorized winter activity at a 5% increase). Non-motorized recreation includes hunting, fishing, camping, nonmotorized boating, wildlife viewing and nature study) (413).

Significant Conservation Issues

Northern Spotted Owl

The WOPR, particularly Alternative 2, is predicated on the recent draft recovery plan for the northern spotted owl. The BLM uses modeling to predict what will happen to owl habitat under the various alternatives (634-673). Alternatives 1 and 2 allow regeneration logging of known and historic owl activity centers in the TMAs (XLIX).

Marbled Murrelet

In the short term (50 years), there would be a 16% decrease from the current condition in the quantity of marbled murrelet nesting habitat under Alternative 2. By the year 2106, the habitat would increase from the current condition of 373,000 acres to 439,000 acres under Alternative 2 (LVIII).

Other Wildlife Species

“The habitat needs of aquatic- and riparian-associated species along intermittent streams…would be met under the No Action Alternative and Alternative 1, but would not be met under Alternatives 2 and 3(LVII).” The no action alternative would have four times the acreage in riparian management areas as Alternative 2 (LX).

The habitat needs of forest-floor associated species that are highly endemic to one or several locations would be at risk of decline in abundance and distribution under the three action alternatives (LVII).

Rare Plants

Under all action alternatives, populations of special status species on BLM lands would be lost and the risk of local extirpation or extinction to bureau sensitive species and bureau assessment species would increase compared to the no action alternative (LVI).

Invasive Plants

The “Alternative 2 would have the greatest risk [of invasive plant] introduction based on levels of harvesting and associated roads” while the “no action alternative would have the lowest risk of invasive plant introduction (LVII).”

Fire and Fuels

Alternative 2 would decrease fire and fuels the least (769-772).

Climate Change

The elephant in the room falls under “incomplete or unavailable information.” Therefore, “the analysis assumes no change in climate conditions, because the specific nature of regional climate change over the next decade remains speculative (491).”

For more information: www.OregonHeritageForests.org

*All numbers in parentheses refer to the page in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement where this information can be found.

