Dear BLM,

I am frustrated that our government doesn’t work for the average citizen, it works for multi-national corporations, and this WOPR is a good example of that. I suggest you start again using scientific input without undue and unfair input from the forest industry (such as Boise). 

I believe that WOPR is the antidote of a larger issue, and that is the monetary policies of the administration. This administration’s flawed decision has been to support foreign wars, a consumptive American life-style, and tax-cuts for the elite. Therefore, money is needed; and to get it WOPR was designed.  But cutting our Northwest Forests is a short-sighted monetary policy. Instead of this destructive direction, we need an administration that helps us transition into a more sustainable one, where we stop being the police for the world, stop involvement in oil wars like Iraq and Afganistan, and begin a new direction that supports renewable energy, cuts carbon emissions, and is generally sensitive to the needs of a post oil world.

I believe that the Bush administration is wrong in it’s decision to clear-cut and cut old-growth trees. The Northwest Forest Plan should not be replaced by WOPR’s short-sighted policies. The Forest Plan was a scientifically crafted compromise that should not be replaced by a non-scientific plan. It will exacerbate global warming, threaten endangered species, and will impoverish our Northwest forest ecosystem.

Therefore, I would like to request the following regarding this WOPR Plan

· Please use scientific evidence as to why the environmental protections of the NW Forest Plan were discarded.

· Address the WOPR’s effect on forest fires, global warming, and the survival of old-growth ecosystems

· Consider the cumulative effects of WOPR policies on upper Willamette spring Chinook salmon

