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To Whom It May Concern: 

I have visited ...
I am a volunteer... 
I have worked in ... 

I am writing to comment on the Bureau of Land Management’s Draft Southeastern Oregon Resource 
Management Plan Amendment and Environmental Impact Statement. 

I urge you to select an alternative that will protect this landscape’s remarkable wilderness values, 
minimize the areas and routes open to damaging motorized use, and maximize opportunities for 
common-sense conservation of the health and ecological integrity of this vast landscape. 

In an unprecedented, years-long inventory effort, BLM recognized more than a million acres of 
Lands with Wilderness Characteristics (LWC) in the planning area. These large roadless areas meet 
Congress’s 1964 definition of a wilderness and should be considered part of our national heritage. 
Yet, the draft plan amendment’s preferred alternative fails to protect even a single acre of LWC in 
the planning area. Managing LWCs to preserve their wilderness values is critical for this landscape. 
As BLM points out in the draft plan, protecting these areas directly benefits soils, riparian areas, 
native vegetation, fish and wildlife, wild rivers, and cultural and paleontological resources within the 
planning area.  Because of these far-reaching ecological benefits and the outstanding opportunities 
for solitude and primitive recreation that LWCs provide the public, BLM should select an alternative 
that protects these wild places. The proposal to ignore more than a million acres of wilderness-quality 
public lands is out of step with what most public land users want to see in this vast, intact and wild 
landscape. Furthermore, I understand that much of this landscape is being considered for permanent 
protection by Congress for its outstanding wilderness values and unfragmented sagebrush habitat. 
BLM's plan amendment should recognize these important public values.

Off-Road Vehicles
The draft plan amendment’s preferred alternative fails to make any changes to how motorized use 
is managed in the planning area. In fact, almost 400,000 acres of public land would be left open 
to unrestricted, destructive, cross-country driving. Furthermore, BLM has not considered how to 
minimize damage to soils, vegetation, wildlife and other resources on the routes it proposes to leave 
open. Compared to other alternatives that analyze closing and limiting motorized use to existing 
routes, BLM describes its preferred alternative as having the “least” or “lowest” benefit to the 
planning area’s soils, riparian areas, vegetation, special status plants, fish and wildlife, and cultural and 
paleontological resources. BLM should select an alternative that restricts motorized use to existing 
routes and ends resource-damaging cross-country travel. This will minimize impacts to native 
ecosystems and wilderness values, while still leaving hundreds of miles of roads open to provide a rich 
outdoor experience for motorized recreationists. 

Grazing Management
The draft plan amendment’s preferred alternative fails to adequately address grazing issues in the 
planning area. BLM explains that 75% of the grazing allotments it has evaluated are failing to meet 
required ecological standards due to “existing livestock grazing management.” And the agency has only 
evaluated about 40% of the area’s allotments, suggesting there may be hundreds of thousands of acres 
of land that are failing to meet required standards. 

To prevent permanent impairment of the environment, BLM should select an alternative that allows 
for meaningful modification or suspension of grazing where land health standards are not being met 
and that provides a voluntary, common-sense and market-driven mechanism for permit retirement. 
In landscapes such as this one, land managers need a diverse set of tools available to them to improve 
the health and ecological integrity of high desert ecosystems. Common-sense management options 
like these increase BLM’s ability to protect sensitive ecological resources and maintain the important 
balance of the agency’s multiple-use mandate.

The public was last given a chance to comment on this plan amendment in 2012. A lot has changed in 
the past seven years and between then and now it appears BLM has decided to sidestep, among others, 
the crucial issue of climate change in this environmental review. Therefore, in addition to the three 
topics outlined above, I also ask you to consider and address how motorized use, livestock grazing, 
and other uses of these public lands contribute to and exacerbate the effects of global climate change—
and how conservation of wilderness values and the minimization of environmental damage from 
motorized recreation and overgrazing can serve as positive responses to the changing climate. This is 
absolutely critical to the future management and protection of this area. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this resource management plan and for your 
consideration of these comments.

Sincerely, 
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