




         January 11, 2008

To the Bureau of Land Management,

I am very concerned with the direction the Bush
Administration is headed in with the management of
nearly 2.6 million acres of federal forests under the
Western Oregon Plan Revisions. The changes that the
BLM is contemplating will lead to water pollution, degraded habitat, increased conflict, species loss, and accelerated climate change.

The current proposal is unacceptable. The agency
proposes to increase old-growth logging on public
lands in western Oregon by 700%. This action would have tragic consequences. With only a small percentage of the original old-growth remaining, this action would not only cause our future generations to lose contact with Oregon’s original beauty, but also the species that depend on these forests for their life cycle would be pushed to or over the brink of extinction. 

The proposed plan would build 1,000 miles of
new logging roads in the next decade and clear-cut at a
9-1 ratio to thinning. This is a myopic and backwards
proposal that depletes our natural resource base for
future generations by weakening protections for
forests, creeks, salmon, and other species. 

Shockingly, the proposal ignores the role that these forests play in regulating the climate. A recent report from the Oregon Environmental Council suggests that it will take more than 100 years to recover from the carbon loss associated with a clear-cutting event. For all these reasons and more, we must protect our remaining old-growth for the appreciation of future generations and the species that depend on them. 

We need to encourage federal land managers to embrace
thinning second growth forests which will safeguard communities from wildfire and protect what remains of our nation's ancient forests. By focusing on previously logged public forestlands - many of which are now overgrown and in need of thinning - they are providing wood to local mills and small diameter material to pellet operations and eventually cellulosic biorefineries. These are sustainable actions that can actually improve conditions for fish and wildlife and keep saws out of precious old-growth forests.

In contrast, the WOPR proposes to inflame the
controversy by increasing old-growth clear-cutting for
a short-term economic fix. The WOPR puts water quality
at-risk and would destroy some of Oregon's most
special places. We should protect our remaining mature
and old-growth forests on public land, not clear-cut
these natural treasures as the WOPR proposes to do.

It is disappointing that at a time when public
consensus for old-growth protection and second-growth
thinning has never been stronger, the BLM is proposing
to clear-cut forests older than our nation and turn
complex ecosystems into flammable tree farms.

Please protect remaining old-growth forests, focus
active management of BLM lands in already logged-over
areas, and concentrate job opportunities in
restoration forestry that would benefit watersheds and
generate wood products without multiplying past
mistakes.

Sincerely,

Lori Tully

loritully@comcast.net

Albany, Oregon 

