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This past summer, I was standing on top of Eagle Cap Mountain in the Wallowa mountains with a stranger who appeared on the summit from a different approach.  As often happens in such settings, with two people admiring and sharing the same grand scene, we struck up a conversation about the immense beauty of our surroundings, the trees, the rivers, and the way people live their lives within this world of shared resources.  We began discussing forest products, wood mills, and energy production.  The man was an engineer who worked outside of Philomath at a wood milling facility.  His job was intimately tied to, and dependent upon, timber processing.  He told me that I should look into the “WOPR” project, and that I would be surprised at the sweeping implications of the BLM timber cutting plans.  He was clearly an opponent of the project, although equally clearly, opposing it would affect his livelihood in an uncertain manner.
After months of researching and reading news reports on global warming, exportation of native wood products to Asia,  dwindling salmon habitat, the disadvantages of clear-cutting as opposed to more selective logging,  and the false, temporary security that logging offers traditional timber communities, I have finalized my opinions.   I can see no compelling argument in favor of the new BLM plan to nearly triple the allowable logging in Oregon’s forests.  The plan does not allow for adequate stream protection, wildlife protection, or protection for the continuity of mature forest ecosystems.  It does not incorporate new technology and newly established research on lessening the impact on salmon streams, protecting wildlife habitat, maintaining wildlife corridors, or on sustainable logging.  The imminent implementation of this plan comes on the heels of news stories about increased winter rains, increased stream flooding, and destruction of already protected salmon habitat, and the anticipation of yet more increases to come, all of which is the result of global warming, not increased logging.  What will increased logging do to the fragile balance we are already teetering upon?  How can I say it any more succinctly?  The new BLM plan reflects an unintelligent, backward sort of mentality.
I strongly oppose the WOPR plan.  Alongside Oregon loggers, forest product engineers, and backpackers alike, I hope to enjoy sweeping forest vistas, healthy salmon streams, a diverse wildlife community, and healthy small communities equally, for all the years to come.  There is a way for everyone to share their communal riches; there is such a thing as sustainable forestry.  The BLM has to do some catching up with the times.

Sincerely,

Janiene Licciardi

