Bureau of Land Management/WOPR Office
Portland, Oregon                                                                                       January 11, 2008

Dear Legislators;

I am very concerned about the current  proposals being made relative to  continuing to rely on timber revenues to  fund the forest management.    Great progress was made on preserving the little remaining old growth in our public forests with the 1994 Northwest Forest Plan putting pressure on the public agencies to coordinate with privately  held  tracts of land to maintain migratory corridors for wildlife.  As it has gone, it has been impossible to adequately cotnrol  private landowners relative to how they choose to allocate  their priorities in land use.    

It is imperative that we  think in a long range sense about  stewarding the healthy forests which remain, by prioritizing other kinds of  “multiple use” approaches to funding the public lands.  We have to shift the paradigm to  supporting the maintenance of the forest based on fees for  woodgathering, wildcrafting, recreation, etc.   With a bit of imagination and  the political will to recognize that  we cannot afford to exploit what is left,  some other approach  to  stewarding both the forests and the agencies which are responsible for  tending the forests can be found.    The  strategy of the early 1900’s  is no longer viable.   The 1994 NWFP was based on a different model of looking at  these lands and  I am disgusted that the Bush administration is so set on rolling back  that progress.   We  have to  retool the industry to working with second growth.  The technology is already developed and many   mills have already made that investment over  20 years ago.  
When  the Forest Service and the BLM had no accurate survey of the remaining old growth,  I got involved with the  active and strong movement to create a current  database.  If  all that stewarding  of the forests is lost in the  greed of the current administration’s approach, that is sad and shortsighted.  If  the agencies and the legislators haven’t the spine to say no to this bad idea, then shame on them!   We need new, more creative ways of  working with the  “value” of the forest – not the same old  disrespectful subsidizing of the timber industry, which has been the hallmark of forest politics for too long.
I ask you to consider  the impact on the  aquifers, the forest, the  diverse lifeforms which the forest sustains and on the human psyche.  We need undisturbed wild places.  I want my world and my children’s world to continue to  include  old growth and healthy second growth  forests.    

                                                           I trust you will listen as so much is at stake!

                                                           Laura K. Adams, D.C.

