This “Western Oregon Plan Revision” isn’t worth the expense.  Logging companies have been touting sustainable forests for years, so why go and cut the old growth forests that will be gone forever when logged?  The BLM and logging companies also say that this logging of BLM land will create jobs for rural areas.  The jobs it will create are short term.  Why cut down ancient forests for short-term jobs and gain for logging companies who will leave the rural areas when it is finished?  We own property in Douglas County and would rather see new alternatives to the county budget then relying so much on logging.  The Umpqua is a beautiful river and logging around it and its tributaries would have a large impact on the fish runs.  Focusing more on tourism for instance would help to ease the budget woes of Douglas County.  Fishing Tours and Hiking Excursions could play a large role in sustaining the communities.  If we log these areas we will be reducing the opportunity for tourism.

I guess the No Action alternative is the one I’d vote for if I had to vote.  I am concerned though with logging practices in general.  I have seen first hand recently what logging will do to a tributary of a major river in the valley.  We frequently visit Gate Creek (Vida) in the summer time to enjoy the cool waters.  This year, as we drove the back road to the swim hole we found no shade and trees cut right up to the shore.  I know there are laws that are supposed to protect the streams but logging companies get more money for the logs than they have to pay in fines so there isn’t a lot of incentive to play by the rules.  I am afraid that if we increase logging there will be disregard for the owls, fish and scenery.  Thanks for taking my comments.

Annie Foshay

