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Dear Ladies an~ Gentlemen:
In the previous round ("scoping") of public comment on the

Western Orogon Plcn Revisions, I believe I understood that 0 large
moj ority of tl,e commtmts expres~;ed a desire tc;t the Bureau of Land
~anagement deemphasize regeneration harvests (essentially clear cuts,
t~ough you don't call it that anymore) one concentrate mote on
thinning, recrecti on and tourism, cn0 other less harsh abd less
extractive practices. Since my own thou;hts abd comments were
similar, I was pleased to leern this. Yet, in your draft Environmental
Impa ct :;tatement, all tbe al ter,"',ativer,e~,qeciCilly the preferred
alternative «(2), (e,xcept of courSf-' "no (;ction II), c'rcstically
increase timber production and regeneration harvests. ~or you to
ignore public opinion in this way is not against the rules, but it
~hows an arrogance unbecoming in public servants.

Th" O&C Act require you to manege the O&C 1 n(~s for ~:ustcined
yieJ:C:. I ':.;,l sure t:;at I hav" uhderstooc: BUIi er,lploy es to say thc~t
tbis mGOI"lSsuch a le'vel of harvest that you cen expect to hcrvco:'t
as much or more each year, indefinitely. Or, to put it another way,
tfat you t co kc' 0 n1y t , c "i nt ere stilt he t t ;e for e ,.t ;)rod,.ces, (ln (t do
not eli.;;into t,.e "nctural capitel". I am ,.)crfectly \"illing that
you mcn9.ge the Tore:·ts at this rate. Thinning ( fore::itcan reacily
b0 cdjucted to do this. But regener ti n harvests take virtually
ell of the n, tural cepit':'l in c smell rea. Even some clear cuts
can be tolerated, provided that you leave oth~r portions of the
forest unt,,')chc,d. r do net beli"vc that alternotiv 5 ;~!1,2, ,:;n 3
do this to c sufficient degree. Furthermore, in the 1980'5, the
GLM harvGsted Cregan for~sts at G very high rate. You were cutting
d e ly into the nntur 1 cenital, an~ in the 1990's yo~ war compelled
to r"duc,;'h- rvests. Altern:,tiv\3 1):2, ene. )E!rhc;Js cltern: tiv' s ,,1
ant J3, returns harvests to cpproximately (or perhaps more tl an)
1980' s l';'v:::ls.::';:·uchrct'c,scould not b(,:sus.tcine( t ,(,n;ti,ey
cannot b,; ,:,ustaineo nO\'I. (Table 26, p. 71, m (. Table :::'2,;J. 82.
f.~l!';;o Fig. 4, ';1. LV, though thE:'Draph one t tables de: not seem to
ogree.) To comoly 1,liththe O&C Act, yCl.l.Ic~nnot C oose "ltcrncti\/e
J2, end :Jrobobly not #1 or 33, either. Your only 12901 option within
th", r.vision prOC(;lSS as it stands is to chooe the no action
alternctive.

Thi3 means that ell your work on t 8 con~equcnCE!~ of alternatives
#1-3 waS a waste of your time end effort. Nor i~ the no octi on
alternative really sotisfactory either, fror anyone's ooint of view.
A bett,,,rc:,oice v/oulc'be to :tart fresh. ~.;cra,~)thE' r<jvision~o
processJnd its Qroduct to dote. Come up with some real alternatives
which ar03 consistent v.,i th thE: OB.e Act one; the EPA. I kno·."f r sure
that some hove been suggested. Pay attention to public opinion
this tim, around. ~=olicit advice from ti". For(,~;;t ervice, v,'hich
r b liev,~ is doin'] a gooo job m(nogin~;; its forests. Thi ''ill ~ur8ly
delay the orocess, but if you (10 this, you will hCVE t e public
~upporting you instead of agriinst you.

~~ yours,

Lennart Pugh
P.O. El,ox 25
Wolf Creek, OR 97497


