


This analysis doesn’t examine all the other projects in Mount Hood National Forest, on adjacent 
private and county lands, other national forests and BLM lands in Oregon. The consensus is 
clear that climate change is an urgent problem and we need to use all the tools possible to 
combat its negative effects.  
 
This Climate Change Report also states that:  “A quantitative carbon analysis was not 
conducted for this project because it would not likely lead to changes to the proposed 
actions or to the creation of other alternatives that achieve the purpose and need” (p. 1). 
This specific section is concerning since it indicates an unwillingness to take a hard look at 
science that might change the proposed action. Comments have specifically pointed to 
undisputed research on the advanced role that forests in the Pacific Northwest have in the fight 
against climate change. It is imperative that when a forest management action is taken, it 
considers all information to make a wise decision.  
 
As my comment from March suggested, the quantitative carbon analysis is necessary to ensure 
that we know the full impact of the Proposed Action, so that we can balance that against the 
Purpose and Need. We should know the extent of the negative impacts going into the decision, 
so that we can be fully informed of what we are giving up to achieve the Purpose and Need. 
 
My proposed remedy for the Waucoma Huckleberry Enhancement Project is to drop the 
Shelterwood units from the Proposed Action. I would also urge that a carbon analysis is 
conducted, and a measured review of the results will be weighed against the desired benefits 
from the project to see if further modifications should be made. 
 
I appreciate your review of this objection and consideration of the proposed remedies as an 
option to improve the EA and the Waucoma Huckleberry Enhancement Project. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Thomas Russell 




