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You are to be credited for your clear presentation of data. However, two major
sections of your DEIS de~and response.

(1) Jreen tree retention: Your preferred alternative 2 provides none.
(Your phrase itSelf is a nice euphemism for "clear-cutting".) More consistent
wiT.h infonned silviculture would be leaving on each acre 60 trees (of 11"
diame~e~ u 4' height). rhis emendation would be environmentally sounder T.han
alternative 2 allows.

It would also be economically more profitabla to local communities, by
generating forest jobs (conservation work, non-mechanized th~nming) in addition
to logging. Framing 311.1 bidding procedures in IIstewardship contracts II could
easily effect this change.

(2) Bidden postulates underlying "'socioeconomics II : Your tables charting
putative future econo~c impacts mayor may not be tenable. Comparing, however,
those "BLJ.'1 projected county payments" to "historic payments" evades the truth:
those lIhistoric payments" were based on unsustainable levels of logc?;ing. BIl1
juggling cannot compensate for unrealistic conceptualizing at the highest levels
of the currenT. federal administration.


