I grew up in Central Oregon and recognize the validity of harvesting our natural resources, such as timber.  However, I also recognize that increasing the harvest for purely economic reasons (such as in this situation) is not good planning.  Although timber is theoretically a renewable resource, the stands that remain are increasingly of lower and lower quality and lower financial value.  The state of Oregon should be looking towards other funding mechanisms and reducing its reliance on timber.  Cutting timber is only a short-term solution.

Additionally, the costs outweigh the benefits in this case.  The WOPR alternatives should not even be considered.  I read in the newspaper the other week about the proposal to allow timber cutting to within 25 feet of streams.  I could not believe that any scientist (except one paid off by the timber industry) could actually support such a notion.  This policy is surely 100% politics.

Please do not choose any of the alternatives.

Sincerely,

Stephen Peterson
