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Dear Oregon Global warming commission, 
 
Global warming is a direct indictment on our totally unsustainable lifestyles, nothing less, as global 
warming was hardly an issue 3-4 generations ago. It’s critically important to understand the human time 
frame of global warming verses geological time frames.  
 
Today manifestations are everywhere so it is critically important you understand where the biggest 
threats are coming from and where the biggest opportunities might be.  
 
There are two critically important aspects I wish to address 1) Forestry and 2 ) Energy conservation as 
they both play a critically important role in climate change. I have included a paper I gave for the 
National Roundtable on Sustainable forests and a presentation I made to the Northwest power planning 
council as references – above.  
 
 
 
First, I’d suggest you clean up the top management of ODF as they all have been hand maiden’s for the 
for the timber industry.  it’s obvious and has been for as long as I have attempted to communicate with 
ODF for over 3 decades now. Let me share just a couple direct experiences that illuminate my claims.  
 

1) The history of Quartz Creek off the McKenzie river just west of Blue River. This was privately 
owned and thus under the auspices of the Forest practices act. The Finn rock camp provided 
housing and a community for many of the loggers before 1990. The land was totally clear cut 
and ODF recorded 562 designations of high risk areas, high risk sites and Northern spotted owl 
sites. There was NO mitigation or CONSEQUENCES for ignoring those designations. The foxes 
guarding the chickens. Then in 1996 with the two flood events ( FEB and NOV) the EWEB water 
intake read 2200 NTU units (2/6/1996) with most of the silt/soil coming from Quartz Creek. So 
how does ODF deal with my inquiries over these decades? Well recently they told me they only 
keep records for 7 years now. How convenient,  ignorance is bliss.  

 
2) The second issue is the continual reluctance or Inability to discuss or debate the foundation 

principal of the forest practices act – ‘greatest permanent value’. I believe Industrial forestry is 
akin to killing the buffalo for it’s tongue or skin with massive wasting of Earth’s resources that 
leads to extinction of culture’s. Forestry is just one resource that we exploit and ignore the 
consequences environmentally, economically and socially. Today in the heart of the most 
productive soft wood forest on the planet there are NO thriving rural forested communities. 
Industrial forestry is a short boom followed by protracted bust, EVERY TIME. It represents the 
greatest good for the fewest number for the shortest time, no exceptions. When does anyone 
hold anyone accountable?   

 
 
Clear cut Industrial forestry with short rotations IS THE PROBLEM in spades whether we are talking 
about carbon sequestration, ecosystem services, boom busted economic cycles (every time) or how 
plantations have totally exasperated catylsmic wildfires. The consequences are everywhere but not 
accounted for in any ‘official’ study or documentation.  With ODF the foxes are truly guarding the 



chickens and extinction will eventually follow. You have direct responsibility for your children and mine 
in this matter. I hope you will take it as seriously as I do and stop all Industrial forestry, period.   
 
To put it in perspective, the Willamette National forest where I live the last 46 years has 110 years of 
history. If one looks at the harvest per generation (20 years per generation) the 2 generations between 
1950 and 1990  cut 25.5 BILLION board feet. The other 3 ½ generations (2 before 1950 and 1 ½ after) 
they cut around 4 billion board feet, mostly old growth. This should put the overcutting into clear 
perspective. Old big trees sequester vast mounts of carbon among many ecosystem services they 
provide. Plantations are the opposite both in terms of carbon sequesters and well as undermining all 
ecosystem functions as well as the economic and social dysfunction that follows the short boom and 
protracted bust, every time. When do we learn?  
 
Secondly we have a deeply dysfunctional approach and effort toward Energy conservation the number 1 
regional priority for the last 40ty years under the Northwest power planning act of 1980. Conservation 
provides the most cost effective and immediate path to reduce energy usage that drives global warming. 
There are 4 key areas I believe must be addressed to ensure we follow the wisdom of the Act.  
 

1) All rate structures must embody the wisdom of conservation or be denied preferential tiered 
rates. Currently 96% of BPA’s residential sales (Consumer owned utilities – COU’s)  are NOT 
regulated ( 2018 BPA facts sheet) and many have increased their basic charges 3-4-5 fold in the 
last decade, directly undermining conservation.  

2)  Most energy conservation programs operate under ‘deemed or projected’ savings with very 
little if any verification after implementation. Pay for performance programs are different but a 
very small % of the mix, directly undermining the 3rd area – conservation ethics.  

3) When REA and rural electrical cooperatives were created in the mid 1930’s the ethic of ‘public 
good and benefit and waste not want not’ was fundlemental to the times. My utility of 49 years, 
Lane Electric has 81 years of history. The first 40ty years there were NO rate increases, since the 
late 1970’s there have been 21 rate increases. I use to pay 12 dollars a year in basic charges, 
today it’s 408 dollars a year, over 60% of my total energy bill per month.  

4) Perhaps most draconian is that current rates do not identify or hold accountable ‘excessive 
consumption’ where historically the projection of energy shortfalls lead to WPPSS and continual 
rate increases. There are still some utilities with inverted rates where the more one uses the less 
one pays.  

 
The fact that 90 plus percentage of conservation measures have ‘deeded or projected saving’, not 
verified at the end user meter over time. Deemed or projected saving is can be totally irrelevant to 
conservation and energy savings without verification over time.  
 
Energy conservation has been the REGIONAL #1 energy priority for 40ty years now, but what have we 
really achieved? No one knows for sure but it’s a far cry from those bogus projected numbers. 
Meanwhile energy conservation holds the greatest promise to show down global warming if it’s 
legimate, effective and verifiable. Given the retirement of Boardman and the possible breaching of some 
hydro dams, it’s critical that we make conservation (which is always the less cost and most effect source) 
our first priority, with verification to back it up.  
 
I would be happy to answer or address any and all relevant questions regarding this testimony, if there 
are any. I request a response back. Thank you. 
 



Stay safe, 
Craig Patterson 
 

Attachment: NWPPC presentation 

Energy conservation – revisited 
 

Forty years ago, the Northwest Power Planning Council 
established ‘Conservation’ as the number one priority of the 
Region through the Northwest Power Planning Act. Looking back 
from 47 years of involvements, I have concerns about the 
practice, accounting, learning and application of past lessons. 
 
Carl Jung once said, “Enlightenment isn’t about imaging figures 
of light, but about making the darkness conscious”.  
 
Perhaps a corollary in Energy conservation might be: 
 
Energy conservation isn’t ONLY about new technologies and 
projected savings but about learning the lessons of the past and 
specifically the conservation ethic from which the Rural 
Electrification Administration grew.  
 
To not learn these lessons condemns us to repeat them. I would 
submit we have not yet learned the lessons of the past and we 
have forgotten the ethic.  
 
I came to Oregon in the summer of 1971 after graduating from 
college with a job as a river guide on the Rogue. I never left. I 



have been a customer of Lane Electric for 48 years now, first in 
Lorane and now in McKenzie Bridge.  
When I started with Lane Electric, electricity cost 1 cent a KWH 
and 1 dollar monthly. In fact, that rate had been maintained for 
½ of Lane’s 80-year history (the first forty years) until the 
projected energy shortfalls and taking the nuclear path with the 
Washington Public Power Supply System affectionally known as 
WPPSS. That path has forever changed the present and future 
with indebtedness that will last for generations. Nuclear power 
advertised as ‘too cheap to meter’ has become ‘too expensive to 
comprehend’ with 5.5 Billion dollars of indebtedness through 
BPA while providing 4% of its power and no end in sight for 
permanent storage.  
 
Adding fish and wildlife costs, closing coal generation and 
perhaps removing dams, coupled with distributed generation 
where wind and solar are costing 2 and 3 Cents/KWH (less than 
current wholesale) all point to many changes ahead. How we 
address those will depend upon how we learn from our past and 
understand consequences into the future. 
 
In my 48 years of being a Lane cooperative customer I have 
experienced many changes. The first years were stable and 
consistent. Then after my 6th year the rate increases began. I’ve 
been involved in energy issues since arriving here, starting with 
questioning the need or wisdom for Nuclear power to the 
Direct Service Industries subsidizes to my direct involvements 
and research in energy conservation and renewable since the 
late 1970’s. I have focused on the comprehensive inter-



relationships, consequences and trends and their implications 
forward.  
 
In the 1930’s the Rural Electrification Authority was established 
to bring electricity to rural communities all over the county. It 
was special time of hard work, determination and sacrifice. The 
adage ‘waste not, want not’ grew out of those times as 
conservation was an ‘ethic’ throughout the initial history of 
public power. As testimony to that ethic, there were no rate 
increases for the first 40 years in my cooperative – Lane 
Electric. Imagine developing a utility from nothing and keeping 
the rate flat as many rural cooperatives did back then. It was an 
embedded value and ‘ethic’ which seems to be largely gone 
today. 
  
Since 1970, Lane Electric has seen 20 increases beginning with 
the 3 major increases in the WPPSS years. However, this recent 
decade has brought by far the most significant increases as our 
basic charge almost tripled (12.50 to 31.50). Salaries have 
increased where the general manager makes (Salary and 
benefits) around 300K and top employees average 125 - 175K.  
Even the board of directors increased their ‘compensation’ 10-
fold all of which speak to their real priorities and lack of 
conservation ethic. 
 
Meanwhile the rural communities they serve have experienced 
serious economic downturns as rural jobs disappear in droves. 
In the 1980’s, wood products employment in Lane county was 
above 70%, today it’s 3-4% as one metric. Another is the 



McKenzie school district that had 1200-1400 students, today 
has 200 in 13 grades.     
 

All of this points to the fact we have taken the wrong path 
relative to energy and specifically conservation for three 
important reasons.  
 
First when energy conservation isn’t universally embodied in 
rate structures, it directly and indirectly undermines 
conservation. Consumer owned utilities - COU’s are not 
regulated by the PUC and they have taken advantage and 
raised basic charges through the roof. Lane Electric is at 31.50, 
Blachy-Lane at 53, West Oregon at 42 a month compared to 
regulated PP&L at 9.50 and PG&E at 10. It’s almost like this is 
the new ‘gold rush’ as there is no oversight. I will compare 
different Utilities and how their rates effect different use 
patterns; 170 KWH/month and the average at 1000 KWH a 
month for a universal comparison = $/KWH.   
 
While there are many things alarming trends about non-
regulated utilities what is most egress is that 96% of BPA’s 
public power sales in Oregon go to utilities which are NOT 
regulated. One might think this renders the Public Utility 
Commission ineffective, but not those involved as they have 
essentially ignored my requests to discuss this. Thus, I bring 
these questions and concerns to you.  
 
Second reason is that current rate structures do not embody 
conservation nor learn the past lessons of projected shortfalls 



and rate increases. Understanding how our past choices have 
dramatically affected rates and trends is essential.  Today 
‘excessive consumption’ is ignored and even encouraged 
through rates. Privatizing the benefits and socializing the 
liabilities is not a sustainable path. I heard one Utility customer 
had used over 22,000 KWH/month paying the same as 
everyone, with no consequences. Where is the learning of the 
past? 
 
Third, reason and perhaps the biggest difference between 40 
years ago and today is Ethics or a lack there of. The ‘ethic’ of 
the cooperative focusing on public good is largely gone when 
view from rate structures and current board decisions. This is 
manifest in several different ways including: 
 

1) Punishing both energy conservers and those on fixed 
energy budgets (poor and elderly) by exorbitant rates, 
taking away individual control over their bills. Lane’s board 
arbitrarily decided to change the ‘maturity’ of capital 
credits (the mechanism for returning ‘profits’ to maintain 
their tax-exempt status) from the historical 20 years to 30 
years.  
 

2) Conservation programs where 80% of the benefits go to 
20% of the customers. Energy savings which are ‘projected 
or deemed’ but never verified over time after 
implementation. Thus, the opportunity to instill the ‘ethic’ 
of conservation is lost.  



 
3) The lack of openness and transparency today in 

cooperatives is most disconcerting as they fast track down 
this path of higher basic fees.  

 
What is a model conservation rate structure? 
 
A model “conservation” rate structure would reflect a low 
basic charge (historically to cover meter reading and billing) and 
perhaps 10 tiers increasing by.008 cents per tier with 200 KWH 
between tiers. The first 400 KWH (Lifeline rate) would be at 
wholesale cost then increasing blocks where the last one is 20 
cents/KWH. That would quickly send the message of 
conservation while identifying areas needing attention (low 
income - high users) providing additional revenues to address 
those issues. The last tier is more than double many utilities 
KWH charge now, so if that doesn’t get attention about 
conservation then either they don’t care about the cost or they 
take serious steps to conserve.  A win-win. 
  
There is need for many tiers so that conservation is ‘achievable’ 
for a family or individual to voluntarily meet that next lower 
tier/rate through instilling the ‘ethic’ and savings of 
conservation, allowing households to have maximum control 
over their bill, encouraging conservation and building upon that 
ethic.  
  

It’s time to recognize that our energy problems/issues can’t be 
solved on the same level of thinking that created THEM. We 



have accepted far too many externalities and unintended 
consequences without integrating them into our learning and 
financial analysis. We have many major challenges ahead not 
the least of which is ensuring that our energy foundation 
embodies and requires conservation. It doesn’t today. While 
renewables and new technologies are compelling, they are also 
undermined by bad rate structures. Focusing on them before 
exhausting all conservation benefits is putting the cart before 
the horse. One study by the NW Energy coalition showed that 
most of the conservation benefits from Lane’s 1000.00 
conservation rebate program is nullified by the high 31.50 basic 
charges over time. Penny wise and pound foolish seems to be 
our current path, can we do better?  
 
When I compare different Utilities rates by my usage (170 
KWH) and the average resident (1000 KWH) then take the total 
bill and divide by 30 days both $ amount and KWH used. At 170 
KWH a month I’m using 5/KWH/day and at 1000 KWH – 
33/KWH/day so dividing usage into $ amount/day I get a 
universal cost of KWH. Universal rates $/KWH per different 
usages/Utilities - bold.  
 
Lane Electric Cooperative – advertised Basic 31.50 - .0895 KWH 
Usage: 170KWH- Cost/KWH % of basic  1000KWH-Cost/KWH- % 
of basic 

$46.72 -.28/KWH - 68%    $121 - .12/KWH - 
26% 
 



Blachy-Lane Cooperative – advertised Basic $53 - Increasing 
.0937KWH after 1500 - .13 KWH 
Usage: 170KWH- Cost/KWH % of basic  1000KWH-Cost/KWH- % 
of basic 

$68.93 - .46/KWH - 78%    $146.70 -.15/KWH 
– 36% 
 
West Oregon Cooperative – Advertised Basic $42 – decreasing 
rate .1543 for first 1500KWH then .1191  
Usage: 170KWH- Cost/KWH % of basic  1000KWH-Cost/KWH- % 
of basic 

 $68.23- .45/KWH – 62%   $196.30 - .20/KWH 
– 21% 
 
Harney Electric Cooperative - Advertised Basic $31.50 includes 
150KWH and 9 cents KWH.      
Usage: 170KWH- Cost/KWH % of basic  1000KWH-Cost/KWH- % 
of basic 

$ 33.30- .22/KWH – 54%   $108.00- .11/KWH 
– 17% 
 
Emerald PUD – Advertised Basic $28.75 and .0796 KWH 
Usage: 170KWH- Cost/KWH % of basic  1000KWH-Cost/KWH- % 
of basic 

 $42.28- .28/KWH – 68%   $108.35- .11/KWH 
– 26% 

 
Investor Owned Utilities 

 



PG&E Advertised Basic $10 - .13 KWH  
Usage: 170KWH- Cost/KWH % of basic  1000KWH-Cost/KWH- % 
of basic 

$32.10 - .21/KWH – 31%  $140.00- .14/KWH 
– 7% 

 
PP&L Advertised Basic $9.50 - Increasing rate .0955 first 
1000KWH then .1159.   
Usage: 170KWH- Cost/KWH % of basic  1000KWH-Cost/KWH- % 
of basic 

$25.74- .17/KWH – 37%   $105.00 - .11/KWH 
– 9% 

 

This graphically shows how high basic charges undermine 
conservation. Blachly-Lane and West Oregon’s (NOT 
REGULATED) costs are almost 3 times higher than Investor 
owned utilities (REGULATED) for a conserver like me. It also 
shows how consumption is rewarded as a small basic % of bill 
diminishing as the volumetric increases with no consequences 
for excessive consumption. Notice how Blachly-Lanes average 
usage (1000 =15 cents per KWH) is one third my low usage rate 
(170 = .46 cents per KWH) undermining both the intent and 
consequences of conservation. This need addressing. These 
trends have happened most aggressively in the last 10 years and 
there is no end in sight as I’d heard talk of 60, 70 even 80 dollars 
a month/Basic.  

In contrast, Springfield Utility board which has the lowest rates 
in the State compares as follows: 



 
Springfield Utility Board Basic is 14.00 Increasing rate -seasonal 
from .0575 KWH to ,0676KWH 
Usage: 170KWH- Cost/KWH % of basic  1000KWH-Cost/KWH- % 
of basic 
   $23.78 - .16/KWH – 59%  $71.50 - .07/KWH – 
19.5% 
 
How can we disregard CONSERVATION as our regional priority? 
How can the Northwest power planning council seek ways 
remedy these undermining inequities as you are the ‘rudder’ of 
BPA. Don’t you have a responsibility to ensure compliance with 
the Act given that COU’s are now acting so far outside the 
mandate of energy conservation? Perhaps some of the 
responsibility belongs to BPA and the Public Utilities commission 
as well. However, given the gravity and trends it seems it is no 
longer time to ignore them as they both directly and indirectly 
undermine conservation.  
 
I am not paid for this work and analysis. I am motivated out of 
my lifelong commitment to energy conservation and my concern 
that future generations have benefits and not just liabilities of 
our choices and decisions. It is toward that end that I offer these 
thoughts and reflections.  
 
I trust that you will give this some consideration as you move 
forward.  
 



In closing, I will quote Dr. Gus Speth author and educator who 
said: 
 
“I used to think that top environmental problems were 
biodiversity loss, ecosystem collapse and climate change. I 
thought that thirty years of good science could address these 
problems. I was wrong. The top environmental problems are 
selfishness, greed and apathy, and to deal with these we need a 
cultural and spiritual transformation. And we scientists don’t 
know how to do that.”  
 
Thus, the importance and need of including “ethics” into our 
discussions and analysis.  
 
Thank you for your consideration of these interwoven and 
complex issues and perspectives. I hope you will consider them 
and respond to me. If there is interest in pursuing this further, I 
am available.  
 
Many Regards, 
 
 
 
Craig Patterson 
91949 Taylor road 
McKenzie Bridge, Oregon 97413 
 craigmpatterson@msn.com 
  



 

Received 12/1/2020 

Sent via form submission from Keep Oregon Cool 

Name: Dave White  

Email Address: research@cctruth.org  

Subject: Plant native trees and shrubs is the only way to lower atmospheric CO2  

Message: The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change reports are science fiction!  
http://leftmedialies.com/video06122020a.mp4 or cctruth.org/ipcc.pdf 
Science is never settled! Climate Change Conference where I schooled a IPCC WG II Ph. D. 
http://leftmedialies.com/Dave-white-presentation.mp4 
Residence time with covid-19 http://leftmedialies.com/residence_time_with_COVID.pdf  

  

https://www.keeporegoncool.org/
mailto:research@cctruth.org
http://leftmedialies.com/video06122020a.mp4
http://leftmedialies.com/Dave-white-presentation.mp4
http://leftmedialies.com/residence_time_with_COVID.pdf


Received 12/1/2020 

Our goal for 2021 is to cause more than 2.5 billion native trees and shrubs 
planted. I have commitments for 2 billion more already. 

I will be presenting at the AGU Fall Conference. Other presentations are on the 
climate change page on leftmedilies.com Climate Change Conference zoom. 
https://lnkd.in/dc5XR66  

On Netflix please watch “kiss the ground” movie. I clearly explains why we can’t 
lower atmospheric CO2 by working on emissions of CO2. 

These are scientific facts: 

Atmospheric CO2 is not an emissions issue. It’s a loss of photosynthesis. The 
residence time is 150 years! 

Our experiment on US 26E in Portland Oregon Clearly shows we can plant native 
shrubs and trees 

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change reports are science fiction! 
Cctruth.org/ipcc.pdf 

I review their reports just like I review manuscripts for the journal where I am 
now promoted to editor because of my expert reviewability. 

For example: would you take your car to be fixed by a mechanic who said they 
could fix it 50-66% of the time? Of course not. However we have given the IPCC 
30 years and $2.8 trillion and they have no effect on atmospheric CO2 or anything. 
If this would have been a college class they would have scored an F. 

The global sea rise is 1.1 mm/yr and not accelerating! 

COVID-19 is not a pandemic. Open the world now! Please donate on 
https://donate.kindest.com/963466-climate-change-truth-general-funds Even 
$5 a month helps! 

HCQ and Zinc are a treatment. Once there is a treatment this is no longer an 
emergence and therefore you can’t call it a pandemic! We only have 9700 deaths 

https://lnkd.in/dc5XR66
https://donate.kindest.com/963466-climate-change-truth-general-funds


due to COVID-19 not the 220000 the CDC is lying about. No one needed to die. 
The CDC broke federal laws. https://cf5e727d-d02d-4d71-89ff-
9fe2d3ad957f.filesusr.com/ugd/adf864_411c766e79174b17b8911fcae08722b1.p
df 
We have all the data from every state, most of Europe and Asia since March 
http://leftmedialies.com/Grand_Jury_Petition.pdf 
http://www.leftmedialies.com/index.php/covid-19/ 
 
 
Thanks  
Dave White 
Chemical Engineer with Masters level study in Statistics  research@cctruth.org 971-409-7199  
Climate Change Truth Inc. The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change reports are science fiction 
More than 5 billion trees have been planted due to the science I presented. 7 billion scheduled in the 
next four years. Cctruth.org 
A 501-3c non-profit scientific research group. Limited funding at this time. 
We have no agenda except the scientific truth about Climate Change and all research. 
Google Scholar 
Facebook 
Researchgate pver 800 reads 
Acta Scientific agriculture Journal editor and Board Member 
https://studio.youtube.com/channel/UCMs4YNKinCkmq8N3s1NmB4A 
  

https://cf5e727d-d02d-4d71-89ff-9fe2d3ad957f.filesusr.com/ugd/adf864_411c766e79174b17b8911fcae08722b1.pdf
https://cf5e727d-d02d-4d71-89ff-9fe2d3ad957f.filesusr.com/ugd/adf864_411c766e79174b17b8911fcae08722b1.pdf
https://cf5e727d-d02d-4d71-89ff-9fe2d3ad957f.filesusr.com/ugd/adf864_411c766e79174b17b8911fcae08722b1.pdf
http://leftmedialies.com/Grand_Jury_Petition.pdf
http://www.leftmedialies.com/index.php/covid-19/
mailto:research@cctruth.org
tel:(971)%20409-7199
http://www.theenergynet.com/2020/06/one-mans-fight-to-end-deforestation-one-tree-at-a-time/
https://scholar.google.com/citations?hl=en&view_op=list_works&gmla=AJsN-F7nhu8vYr0UXHXkYsgqTB3kUV85IQv0zwIOGakozQ92htRl-2NuU49Gd6g5LLKHXgpAI_lnUqoKo4BAUZ5U_dNGjuTARg&user=JHMwbRUAAAAJ&gmla=AJsN-F7_IMocr9oq0iyEc7LzGTQW-s7_j-qLZtu8IH-52KcY3SoDvpd1iDJieXMH12UFzOREt7sL9yTjheBwPQ6RBNI86jUm-XtOssPH_Vgx2K3wf_K_fXA&sciund=3795671139269421755&gmla=AJsN-F5SOko8rrl-_21tlSi8W_anpjYjZyZsl9HHp0_9f1EAtQ2UoXM-KsS12EHfWAxQxEMY7c3NwdOFhGVqXqig3j65-QM5a1Zd1kITDWMPdQamMtpdnwg&sciund=18215599906251284401
https://www.facebook.com/Climate-Change-Truth-379108902583052/
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Dave_White9
https://www.actascientific.com/editorial_popup.php?editor_id=2351
https://studio.youtube.com/channel/UCMs4YNKinCkmq8N3s1NmB4A
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Received 12/8/2020 

(Sent to Oregon Transportation Commission, cc:ed to Oregon Global Warming Commission) 

Hello,  
 
Please see the attached comments on the proposed funding distribution for the 2024-2027 Statewide 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). These comments are submitted on behalf of Julie 
Chapman, LWVOR Climate Emergency Advocacy team member and Rebecca Gladstone, LWVOR 
President.  
 
Thank you,  
 
 
--  
Sarah Andrews 
League of Women Voters of Oregon 
Office Coordinator 
 
Phone: 503-581-5722; Email: lwvor@lwvor.org; Web: www.lwvor.org 
  

tel:503-581-5722
mailto:lwvor@lwvor.org
http://www.lwvor.org/


  



Received 12/28/2020 

 
As a compliment to the information you are gathering via the Natural and Working Lands survey, I 
thought you might be in interested in this recent report on Barriers to Adopt Regenerative Agriculture 
.  The author interviewed hundreds of farmers, ranchers and other stakeholders and the report is 
extensive!  192 pages long.   I haven’t reviewed the entire report yet, but the sections on Trusted 
Technical Assistance  and also Financial Capital and Incentives are probably most relevant to the OGWC 
and state agencies’ current work on climate solutions on natural and working lands.  
 
There's going to be a webinar on the report on January 20th  from 10-11:30.  I imagine the webinar will 
be recorded and shared with those who register.  Here's a link to the webinar registration.  
 
I hope this is helpful.   
 
Megan Kemple, Co-Director, Oregon Climate and Agriculture Network (OrCAN) 
Director of Policy Advocacy, Operations and Fundraising 
541-342-1537 (home office)  
megan@oregonclimateag.org 
www.oregonclimateag.org 
 
  

https://forainitiative.org/wp-content/uploads/Barriers-to-Adopt-Regnerative-Agriculture-Interactive.pdf
http://www.oregonclimateag.org/


Received 12/28/2020 

Sent via form submission from Keep Oregon Cool 

Name: Rouanna Garden  

Email Address: rouanna@yahoo.com  

Subject: Your 2020 Recommendations  

Message: Overall your list of recommendations is impressive with it's width. I especially want the 
current stock of multi-family housing to get assistance/incentive to retrofit for EV charging.  
I've found my local government to make a number of climate related statements/recommendations and 
then ignore them when doing their work. The city council never requires or enforces the departments 
under them to take climate issues into account when doing their work. Lots of lip service and then 
business as usual. 
The state needs to pass laws and make every governmental department (city, county & state) follow 
GHG reducing guidelines. They then need to monitor and followup. Business as usual is killing us. 
Thank you, 
RB Garden 
Eugene  

  

https://www.keeporegoncool.org/
mailto:rouanna@yahoo.com


Received 12/30/2020 

(Sent to Board of Forestry, cc: Oregon Global Warming Commission) 

Hello,  
Attached is a copy of written testimony for the Board meeting to be held on January 6th. I have 
cc'd the OGWC for their awareness as well. Please let us know if you have any questions.  
 
Cheers, 
--  
Lauren Anderson 
she/her/hers 
Forest Climate Policy Coordinator  
Oregon Wild's Portland Office 
la@oregonwild.org 
  

mailto:la@oregonwild.org


  



 





  



 



 



  



  



  



  



Received 1/3/2021 

(Sent to Board of Forestry, cc: Oregon Global Warming Commission) 

Hello,  
 
Please see the attached comments submitted on behalf of LWVOR Forestry Portfolio Josie Koehne and 
LWVOR President Rebecca Gladstone.  
 
Thank you,  
 
 
--  
Sarah Andrews 
League of Women Voters of Oregon 
Office Coordinator 
 
Phone: 503-581-5722; Email: lwvor@lwvor.org; Web: www.lwvor.org 
 

tel:503-581-5722
mailto:lwvor@lwvor.org
http://www.lwvor.org/


 



  



Received 1/5/2021 

Happy New Year, I hope your year is off to a great start.  
 
I wanted to share this op-ed with you. This morning, CNN published an opinion piece authored by 
Bernard Looney, bp's CEO, and Christiana Figueres, the former executive secretary of the United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change. I think most people will find it impressive that two people who 
you would think would have wildly divergent views came together to write a powerful piece on climate 
change.    
 
In the article, Bernard and Christiana jointly encourage action by, and cooperation among, corporations, 
individuals and governments at all levels so that we can achieve the Paris climate goals. It also re-iterates 
bp's ambition to be a net-zero company by 2050 and to help the world get to net zero, as well as our 
strategy for how we will achieve our ambition.   
 
You can find the article here.   
 
I hope you will share it with others who might find it interesting, and maybe even surprising. Wishing you 
a healthy and prosperous 2021. 
 
Warm regards, 
 
 
Pam Brady 
government affairs manager 
communications & advocacy 
bp America 
Direct:  360.371.1519 
Mobile: 360.920.1171 
Pamela.Brady@bp.com 
 

 
  

https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.cnn.com%2F2021%2F01%2F05%2Fperspectives%2Fbp-climate-change-paris-agreement%2Findex.html&data=04%7C01%7CPhil.Cochrane%40bp.com%7C649da1af03854c17ef0a08d8b19d0136%7Cea80952ea47642d4aaf45457852b0f7e%7C0%7C0%7C637454635242134899%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=tdJBbIr7p98VCIMECFDsuizyuOKychLS0Z4ffT1ArxA%3D&reserved=0
mailto:Melissa.hanley@bp.com


Received 1/20/2021 

Sent via form submission from Keep Oregon Cool 

Name: Chris Haqq  

Email Address: hawq67@gmail.com  

Subject: Solar Rebates  

Message: I would like to install a full solar array on my house, but I need some assistance. I would like to 
utilize the same rebate program that was available in 2020 from the Oregon Department of Energy, 
before the funds ran out.  
Please let me know if that program is going to be available in 2021.  

  

https://www.keeporegoncool.org/
mailto:hawq67@gmail.com


Received 1/24/2021 

Sent via form submission from Keep Oregon Cool 

Name: rand schenck  

Email Address: randschenck@msn.com  

Subject: Forestry and Carbon Capture  

Message: I wish to submit testimony for the January 29th meeting.  
 
Please note that I encourage ODF to adopt climate smart forestry, described below: 
 
Climate smart forestry is simple - it ensures that forest management increases carbon storage across the 
forest landscape. Research shows that the biggest bang for the buck from natural climate solutions is to 
keep trees in Pacific Northwest forests standing longer before logging them – 80 years or more can 
provide good timber production while increasing stored carbon. We also need to keep more diverse 
species of trees - especially mature and old growth trees - on the land. If we do this, we increase stored 
carbon, promote biodiversity and protect our drinking water supplies. 
 
Climate smart forestry is not now being pursued by ODF on state and private industrial lands. Our forest 
practices act needs to be changed to support this approach and ODF leadership needs to engage in 
culture change to ensure that ODF recognizes that as an agency they have not responded effectively to 
the Governor's EO on the Climate. 
 
The Board of Forestry will need to take a much more active role to ensure that ODF leaders are held 
accountable and that climate smart forestry as defined above is adopted. 
 
Rand Schenck 
OLCV Metro Climate Action Team, MCAT  

  

https://www.keeporegoncool.org/
mailto:randschenck@msn.com


Received 1/24/2021 

Sent via form submission from Keep Oregon Cool 

Name: Jeffry Gottfried  

Email Address: jeff@gottfried.net  

Subject: Oregon Forests: Climate cooling machines  

Message: Greetings-If someone invented a technology /machine to suck CO2 out of the atmosphere and 
sequester it as carbon compounds, I’m confident that the Oregon would buy hundreds of these and 
place them statewide. 
Oregon already owns this technology in the form of forests that are among the most productive, 
possessing the greatest potential for CO2 sequestration in the world. At the same time, we are clear 
cutting our forests to fund the very agency that is responsible for managing these forests.g 
 
This is an absurd situation. We need to survey our forests and calculate their potential fir CO2 
sequestration and put a stop to clear cutting places like the Oregon Coast Range, for one. 
 
Once a productive forest is clearcut , it becomes a SOURCE OF ATMOSPHERIC CARBON for 30 or more 
years.  
 
The first order for f business for Gov Brown is to consider appointing the knowledgeable, scientifically 
informed candidates for the Oregon Board of Firestry  

  

https://www.keeporegoncool.org/
mailto:jeff@gottfried.net


Received 1/25/2021 

 



  



 

  



 



 



  



  



  



Received 1/25/2021 

Sent via form submission from Keep Oregon Cool 

Name: Emily Herbert  

Email Address: ewh1960@gmail.com  

Subject: January Biennial Report Forestry Rx #36  

Message: Climate Smart Forestry: 
 
Climate smart forestry is simple - it ensures that forest management increases carbon storage across the 
forest landscape. Research shows that the biggest bang for the buck from natural climate solutions is to 
keep trees in Pacific Northwest forests standing longer before logging them – 80 years or more can 
provide good timber production while increasing stored carbon. We also need to keep more diverse 
species of trees - especially mature and old growth trees - on the land. If we do this, we increase stored 
carbon, promote biodiversity and protect our drinking water supplies.  
Action for keeping carbon in the ground does not need a federal measurement process. Industrial 
Timber is pressiing to "harvest" what is left asap while a simple policy change in the years prior to 
harvest could be implemented NOW.  

  

https://www.keeporegoncool.org/
mailto:ewh1960@gmail.com


Received 1/13/2021 
 
 
Just received your email notice that Oregon is not meeting carbon reduction goals. 
Does the report include the impact from wildfires? 
An article in the Bend Bulletin today addresses the impact of fires on particle pollution. 
https://www.bendbulletin.com/health/study-wildfires-produced-up-to-half-of-pollution-in-
west/article_649619f0-8ae0-5414-b483-8a4d9e18cab2.html  
 
How does the commission plan to address this significant impact to the goals? 
 
PETER BAER, LEED AP | President/Architect | T  541.388.9897 x12 | C 541.419.9464 
PINNACLE ARCHITECTURE |  PINNACLEARCHITECTURE.COM | BLOG | FACEBOOK 
 
 
PETER BAER , LEED AP 
President/Architect 
T 541.388.9897 x12 
 
PINNACLE ARCHITECTURE 
Enhancing Lives and Communities 
Bend | Portland 
PINNACLEARCHITECTURE.COM | BLOG | FACEBOOK 
 
  

https://www.bendbulletin.com/health/study-wildfires-produced-up-to-half-of-pollution-in-west/article_649619f0-8ae0-5414-b483-8a4d9e18cab2.html
https://www.bendbulletin.com/health/study-wildfires-produced-up-to-half-of-pollution-in-west/article_649619f0-8ae0-5414-b483-8a4d9e18cab2.html
http://www.pinnaclearchitecture.com/
http://www.pinnaclearchitecture.com/blog/
http://www.facebook.com/pinnaclearchitecture
http://www.pinnaclearchitecture.com/
http://www.pinnaclearchitecture.com/blog/
https://www.facebook.com/pinnaclearchitecture


Received 1/25/2021 

Sent via form submission from Keep Oregon Cool 

Name: Owen DiRienzo  

Email Address: owen.dirienzo@gmail.com  

Subject: PSU Design student searching for interview  

Message: Hello,  
 
My name is Owen DiRienzo, I am a second year student at Portland State University, currently studying 
Design: Social Impact.  
This term I am focusing on climate change, and am in the process of learning from individuals who have 
direct experience with it.  
I believe that an interview with a member from the Oregon Global Warming Commission would be a 
great way for me to bring awareness to your cause, as well as learn more about what it is that you guys 
do. 
If any of this interests you, please let me know! 
 
Thanks for your time, 
 
Owen DiRienzo  

 

https://www.keeporegoncool.org/
mailto:owen.dirienzo@gmail.com

