












































4. Hazardous fuel veduction
5. Special projects

&. Ground Based Yarding

7. The same number of acres

B. Altemative 2
White this is the alternative that will make the mast money it will also do the mast
environmental damage because of Regeneration/Shelterwaod Harvest, new
Temporary Roads, more ground based yarding.

C. Alternative 3

This is the Franklin/lohnson alternative that emphasizes Restoration Thinning and
Precommercial Thinning as opposed to Commercial Thinning and Density
Management. The Restoration Thinning projects would create a more natural
landscape with patches of unthinned area. However, the canopy closures are still
limited to 40% and 60%. 40% is too low, especially near NSO sites. Consider tree
retention of age class 120 years or older and establish an upper diameter limit of
25FT. It might be interesting to try this alternative in this watershed if larger trees
are saved and canopy closures are increased.

D. Altemative 4
This seems like the best atternative but it is also the most expensive. Regeneration
Harvest is eliminated and Restoration Thinning is established. It would also
eliminate the need for Temperary Roads because of helicopter use and have less
ground based yarding. it would be acceptable if Riparian Thinning in NSO habitat
were eliminated. Could this alternative make enough money to make it pay for
itself and contribute funds for the county?

This cencludes my comments. Thank you for yeur consideration,

Sincerely,

Rogue River OR 97537-9771





