I am very much opposed any plan that results in more ancient forests being cut. As I read it, all three of the proposed alternatives would allow that. Given that about 90% of these have already been cut in the Pacific Northwest, any such plan amounts to claiming that 90% of something just isn't enough for a "fair" compromise.

Any relief such logging will provide to depressed communities with timber-based economies is, at best, only temporary: cutting some of the last ancient forests will only push off the inevitable day of reckoning a little into the future. Moreover, much of the economic difficulties in these communities stem from timber industry practices themselves (such as increased automation and exports of raw logs), rather than simple shortage of loggable land.

IFocus needs to be put on finding ways to employ people in the many needed aspects of forestry work required to expedite the process of recovering native ecosystems, as well as minimally-intrusive logging methods that allow timber production to take place in healthy, biologically-comples forests instead of tree farms.

This could be done both by increasing funding for ecosystem restoration, and by undertaking research to find applications for currently unprofitable forest products like brushy debris and small trees.

--

David Barts

PO Box 2105

Portland, OR 97208

