I’ve lived in the BLM checkerboard of the Medford District for almost 30 years.  I’ve been involved in reading and commenting on the last 10 year plan and DEIS’s for herbicide application.  I spend a lot of time walking and riding my horse through BLM land and have tried to be a good neighbor to BLM and private timber companies with lands in the Pleasant Creek watershed.

I can’t agree with the preferred alternative in the WOPR because riparian protection is more important than maximum timber production.  I find reducing riparian buffers unacceptable.

Southern Oregon has a relatively rapid population growth in rural areas.  People who move here are drawn to the beauty of the forested hills, so scenic values have important economic implications.  Many more jobs in southern Oregon depend upon construction and services to wealthy retirees than to the timber industry.  Clearcutting, reducing riparian buffers and removing any more of the already depleted old growth forest here will hurt local economies by making them less desirable for tourism and retirement relocation.

I think it’s time for the BLM to admit that past harvest levels were a one-time exploitation of ancient forest resources, and that future harvest levels must remain low to be sustainable and provide healthy habitat for fish and wildlife.  It would be courageous indeed if the agency could take a more up-to-date look at the less tangible values of public lands, including their role in reducing the impact of global warming.

Thanks for this opportunity to comment.

Sincerely, 

Marie Reeder

Rogue River, OR

