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A. Executive Summary

This hearings report contains summaries of agency outreach and both written and oral public
comment, along with verbatim text of all unique public comments received. Written comments were
accepted up until 11:55 p.m. on September 30, 2022.

On August 24, 2022, the Board of Forestry directed the department to open public comment for 30-
days and hold public hearings for oral comment on the proposed Forest Practices Act rule revisions
package. The Notice of Proposed Rulemaking was filed with the Secretary of State’s Office on
August 29, 2022. The formal Notice was published in the Oregon Bulletin on September 1, 2022,
announcing a public comment period that remained open until 11:55 p.m. on September 30, 2022.

The Department used the following outreach methods to notify the public to provide written
comments and participate in hearings:
e Issued a news release,
e Promoted hearings through social media and a flyer,
e Posted the hearings schedule, Notice filed proposed rules, and rulemaking information in
the Oregon Bulletin and posted the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on ODF’s proposed
laws & rules webpage,
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e Posted the informational sessions, hearings schedule, and rulemaking information on
ODF’s Private Forest Accord webpage, and
e Used a shared e-mail address (sb1501.rulemaking@oregon.gov) to receive public
comments.
The department specifically notified the following interested parties of the proposed rulemaking and
opening of the public comment period through email:
o All Oregon legislators (Mandatory Notification to Legislators),
e Private Forest Accord gov delivery subscribers,
o Administrative rule notice gov delivery subscribers,
« All E-Notification subscribers (over 16,000 email addresses), and
o ODF committee and interagency members.
Note: The agency mailed a printed copy of the Notice statement to the ODF-maintained hard copy
mailing list for administrative rule updates.

Public Hearings:
The purpose of the public hearings was to receive public comment on the proposed Forest Practices
Act rule revisions directed by the enrollment of Senate Bills 1501 and 1502.

The department scheduled three public hearings conducted through the Zoom webinar platform with
phone call-in participation. The format of the public hearings was consistent with the Attorney
General’s Model Rules of Procedure under the Administrative Procedures Act. Those who wished to
testify were asked to submit their name and location through the online platform, and those calling in
on the phone were solicited directly to make comment. Participants were told the hearing was being
recorded. Before receiving comment, the hearing officer provided a brief overview of the rule
changes.

Overall, the public hearings gathered 21 comments via oral testimony for the record. Table 1 outlines
the dates, participation and the number of comments received at each of the hearings. Staff recorded
the hearings and transcribed testimony for the permanent record, as enclosed further in this report.

Table 1. Forest Practices Act rule revisions public hearings

Date/Time Comments Registered
Sept. 26, 2022, 6 p.m. 8 40
Sept. 27, 2022, 10 a.m. 5 46
Sept. 28, 2022, 4 p.m. 8 34

Written Comments:

The agency accepted written comments until 11:55 p.m. on September 30, 2022, through the
sb1501.rulemaking@oregon.gov email address. During the comment period, the department received
about 1,490 email comments on the proposed rules and one duplicate mailed letter. Figure 1 provides
an overview of the type of emails received. The report gives further detail and categories in later
sections.

Figure 1: Overall Comments Received by Type
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General Observations:

e Interest from the conservation community, as signatories to the Private Forest Accord, has
been supportive, citing the proposed rule changes as an important and needed update to the
Forest Practices Act and administrative rules.

e Interest from the timber community, as signatories to the Private Forest Accord, has been
supportive, citing regulatory certainty as a critical component to the proposed rule changes.

¢ Interest from the small forestland landowner owner community has been opposed: they feel
they were left out of the process and monetary value is being taken unfairly out of their land.

e Interest from counties has been opposed, citing several concerns including they will not
receive the benefits of the draft habitat conservation plan.

e Interest from trade organizations has been mixed both in support and in strong opposition,
citing concerns about the process, economic impacts, and recommending specific changes to
the proposed rules.

e The Committee for Family Forestlands appeared to be in general support of the proposed
rules but had several recommendations on aiding landowners, outreach needs,
disproportionate impacts, management, and enforcement.

e Several agencies provided suggestions for rule refinement and asked for clarification on
multiple issues, as well as a suggestion to increase the scope of the adaptive management

program.
e Supporters of environmental organizations appear unanimously in favor of the proposed rule
changes.
B. Outreach

To help explain the proposed rule revisions and encourage public comment, the department
conducted public outreach through three in-person events and one virtual informational session to
give the public an opportunity to ask questions and learn more, see Table 2 for an overview of
participation. ODF’s Public Affairs and the Forest Resources Division collaborated to conduct the
outreach. The outreach sessions all took place from approximately 5 to 7 PM and offered a 30-minute
introductory presentation, followed by a Q&A open house format hosted by ODF staff. Staff made a
guidance document available: “Quick guide for making effective public comments to Oregon
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Department of Forestry and other government organizations” to encourage participants to comment
on the proposed rules. At each location, ODF district office staff and stewardship foresters also
participated.

Table 2. Overview of Informational Sessions Outreach

Date Location Attendance
0/15/2022 Roseburg 15
9/20/2022 Pendleton 11
9/21/2022 Forest Grove 21
0/22/2022 Virtual 54

Common questions from session participants included:
1. How many new people are going to be hired for this new SFO program?
2. Are there going to be new Stewardship Foresters that we will be able to talk to about
these new rules and regulations?
3. Is the tax incentive nonrefundable?
4. Can we apply the tax credit retroactively if we amend our tax returns?
5. Are the tax incentives only for small forestland owners with streams on their
property?
6. Are there tax incentives for small forestland owners without streams on their
property?
7. How can | comment on the draft rules when | don’t know the economic impact
because the slopes model won’t be completed until next year?
8. What rules apply July 1, 2023?
9. Do small Type N streams have RMAs?
10. Do lateral small Type N streams have a protection requirement in Western Oregon?
11. When is the stream map going to be available to view?
12. How will you determine if a stream is perennial, seasonal, or if it is even a stream?
13. How does ODF apply protections in areas that have mixed land use such as
agricultural and forestry?
14. How will the notification system work with the changes?

To further support the outreach, the department updated the Private Forest Accord webpage with new
information, including one-page summaries on proposed changes:

o Adaptive Management (Division 603)

o Notification of Completion and Compliance Monitoring Program (Division 605)

o Small Forestland Owner (Division 607)

e Road Construction and Inventory (Division 625)

o Harvesting on Steep Slopes (Division 630)

o Stream Classification and Vegetation Retention (Division 635 and 643)

o Enforcement and Civil Penalties (Division 670 and 672)

o Habitat Conservation Plan

C. Public Hearings — Oral Comments

The department held three virtual public hearings. Table 3 outlines the participation at the hearings.
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Table 3. Forest Practices Act rule revisions public hearings

Date/Time Comments Registered
Sept. 26, 2022, 6 p.m. 8 40
Sept. 27, 2022, 10 a.m. 5 46
Sept. 28, 2022, 4 p.m. 8 34

Table 4 provides a summary of testimony received at the public hearings. A description of the hearing
and transcribed testimony follows. The summarized testimony below is grouped by interest.

Legend:

Small Forest
Landowner Interest

Environmental Interest

Timber Interest

Table 4. Summary of Testimony at Public Hearings

Name/Organization Date

Position

Summary of testimony

Russ Glascock, Small
Forest Landowner

9/26/2022

Oppose

New rules are taking up 25 of my 100 acres
out of rotation. We were promised we could
make income on this for retirement. We have
been paying property taxes for decades.
Exempt SFO from these rules to allow
thinning inside the riparian buffer. We provide
habitat as the current rules are.

Scott Hayes, Small
Forestland Owner

9/26/2022

Oppose

Please review my written comments regarding
suggestions to SFO rules. Many people aren’t
aware of the rule changes coming. OSWA
represents about 2,000 of 70,000 small forest
landowners. The Department needs an
outreach plan.

Derrold Burnett

9/26/2022

Oppose

Is there a plan to reach out to 70,000
landowners so they know what is happening
and what the changes mean to them?

Russ Glascock, Small
Forest Landowner

9/27/2022

Oppose

25% of my property is being taken away from
me being able to thin. Will there be a refund of
property taxes on the devalued part of my
land? Will property taxes be reduced in the
future? Will there be an exemption for
personal use for fences, for example?

Brent Hennings, Small
Forestland Owner

9/28/2022

Oppose

Small forest landowners did not have proper
representation in the formulation of this
legislation. It constitutes a taking that you
can’t harvest timber on land you have been
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paying taxes on it. There are other options to
achieve the same result.

Sean Stevens, Oregon 9/26/2022 | Support | Signatory to the PFA,; supports rule changes.

Wwild Rules are major advancement to protect
aquatic species and habitats. Represent hard
work and compromise and they provide
regulatory certainty. Adaptive management
program will guide the evolution of rules over
time.

Bob Van Dyk, Wild 9/26/2022 | Support | Signatory to the PFA; supports rule changes.

Salmon Center Noted improvements of stream and road rules
for the health of salmon, and importance of
SFO office and adaptive management process.

Joseph Vaile, Klamath- | 9/27/2022 | Support | Signatory to the PFA; supports rule changes.

Siskiyou Wildlands Noted importance of road rules, better

Center monitoring and adaptive mgmt. Work needed
to support SFO and agency cooperation. Rules
don’t address all needs for drinking water
protections.

Stacey Detwiler, Wild 9/27/2022 | Support | Signatory to the PFA; supports rule changes.

Salmon Center The Accord is a result of hard work and
compromise. Noted importance of streamside
protections, road standards and stream
crossing rules, and planned yearly investments
of $15 million. More protections are needed
through the adaptive management program.

Bob Rees, Northwest 9/27/2022 | Support | Signatory to the PFA; supports rule changes,

Guides and Anglers noted importance of adaptive management

Association program, riparian buffers, road standards rules.
Noted clean water assurances are needed in
future.

Emily Bowes, Rogue 9/27/2022 | Support | Signatory to the PFA; supports rule changes,

Riverkeeper noted importance of road and stream crossing
rules. Stated further protections for aquatic
species will be needed in future.

James Fraser, Trout 9/28/2022 | Support | Signatory to the PFA,; supports all rules noted

Unlimited importance of buffers, improved road rules
and adaptive management program

Grace Brahler, Cascadia | 9/28/2022 | Support | Signatory to the PFA,; supports rules, noted

Wildlands importance of buffer rules and streamside
slope protection.

Stacey Detwiler, Wild 9/28/2022 | Support | Signatory to the PFA, noted importance of

Salmon Center

buffers, improved road standards, adaptive
management and resources for SFO; stricter
standards for drinking water are needed for the
future.
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Bob Sallinger, Portland
Audubon Society

9/28/2022

Support

Signatory to the PFA; supports rules; more
research on the needs of amphibians is needed
for adequate protection. Additional species
may need protection.

Kevin Tuers, Sierra
Pacific Industries

9/26/2022

Support

Signatory to the PFA; supports rule changes.
Adopt rules as drafted. New rules came from
hard work and compromise and provide
regulatory certainty; represent thousands of
hours of work by PFA authors.

Megan Tulttle,
Weyerhaeuser Company

9/26/2022

Support

Signatory to the PFA; supports rule changes.
Adopt rules as drafted. Hard work to draft
complex rules in short timeframe. Project
management needed for smooth rule
implementation, including revised technical
guidance and new training.

Adrian Miller, Rayonier

9/26/2022

Support

Signatory to the PFA; supports rule changes.
Noted importance of adaptive management
program to put a stable, transparent regulatory
process in place. Rule changes provide
conservation uplift, while providing regulatory
certainty.

Joe Newton, Lone Rock
Resources

9/28/2022

Support

Signatory to the PFA; pass rules as written;
consider and plan for challenges in
implementation of the new rules.

Paul Betts, Miami
Alternatives, LLC

9/28/2022

Support

Signatory to the PFA; supports rules but
questions about whether rule changes do
indeed provide regulatory certainty with ever-
increasing regulations being pushed for? Will
the compromise be worth it?

Seth Barnes, Oregon
Forest Industries
Council

9/28/2022

Support

Signatory to the PFA; supports rules as they
represent compromise; attention is needed for
project management and smooth
implementation at the Department level to
support steep learning curve of new
obligations.

1. September 26, 2022, Hosted Virtually
Hearing Officer: Lisa Appel, Adaptive Management Program Coordinator,
Forest Resources Division, ODF

At 6:00 p.m. the hearing officer initiated the hearing process on proposed Forest Practices Act rule
revisions directed by the enrollment of Senate Bills 1501 and 1502.
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There were 40 participants in the hearing, eight of them provided comment. Their testimony is below
in the order in which it was received.

Russ Glascock, Landowner in Lincoln County, OR

“Hello, my name is Ross Glascock. Thank you for taking my phone call. I've been a landowner in Lincoln
County for many decades. In 1977 | moved out here on my grandparent’s place and after paying 5450,000
inheritance tax, it took 55% of the value of our place. We planted 10 acres along the Yaquina River. We were
told, back in the seventies and eighties by the State, they were emphasizing of small landowners to plant
trees, and we could retire on the money after planting the trees and harvesting later. And I’'ve have thinned
the 10 acres a couple times, and now in the current Forest Practices Act 100 feet along the river, | can
continue to thin as the trees get bigger. Now, 110 acres - no thinning provides me no opportunity to make any
money on those acres. | also planted in 2000, 90-acres up to the first bench on both sides of the Yaquina River,
and multiple species and brush species to enhance wildlife. | anticipated thinning those acres along the
Yaquina River to provide income and make the trees grow faster to help shade the river and enhance wildlife.
And, Obviously, this new Forest Accord is going to take out those acres along the Yaquina River for me to be
able to stand and make income for my retirement. | am 67 years old. | need to retire on this income. | planted
100 acres along the Yaquina River in anticipation of being able to thin it to make income for my retirement...
You guys are taken up 25 of my 100 acres out of the rotation. | cannot thin inside of it starting next year. |
think that is wrong. We were a promised that we can make retirement income off this property. We've been
paying property taxes for decades and decades and decades. | think the committee should consider
exempting small landowners from this harvest, that this riparian buffer allows thinning inside 100 acres as the
existing rules are. We provide wildlife habitat as the current rules are. We are shading the river as the current
rules are, and we are trying to do the right thing. But we also want to make retirement income. Thank you for
your time.”

Kevin Tuers, Sierra Pacific Industries, Eugene Oregon

“For the record. My name is Kevin Tuers. | am the Sierra Pacific Industry's Oregon Forest District Manager, in
Eugene, Oregon. Chair, Kelly, and members of the Board. Thank you for the opportunity to testify today and
support the Private Forest Accord draft rules. Sierra Pacific Industries is a third-generation family-owned
forest products company. We are a leader in manufacturing and forestry, with over 2.4 million acres of
sustainably managed forest land on the West Coast. 177,000 acres are located here in Oregon. In my role as
the District Forestry Manager, | work closely with our crews of foresters, botanists, silviculturists, engineers,
and manufacturing experts, and | want to express our support and appreciation for the thoughtful dialogue,
evaluation, and compromise made by all involved with the Private Forest Accord working group. It is with
thanks to this process, that decades of fighting between groups has ended, and we are now looking ahead to
this place of certainty around the management of our private forest lands in Oregon. With the thousands of
hours invested by many people in drafting the proposed rules, they now accurately reflect the intent of the
PFA as it was written in the spirit of compromise and joint work by all sides involved. The rules provide land
stewards like us, the certainty to continue our operations sustainably in communities across Oregon. But they
may be costly, we understand the value of the long-term benefits, and we caution against the instinct to
wordsmith, or modify, based on political or emotional pressures instead of science and data. We ask the
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Board to support the draft rules as written, respecting the lengthy and thoughtful process navigated by
technical experts to bring the rules to this point. Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.”

Sean Stevens, Oregon Wild

“My name is Sean Stevens and | am the Executive Director of Oregon Wild, a statewide organization
dedicated to protecting and restoring Oregon’s wildlands, wildlife, and waters, as an enduring legacy for
future generations, and | reside in Portland, Oregon. I've now worked for well over two and a half years with
my conservation colleagues and our partners in the timber industry and small forest land owning
communities on the Private Forest Accord. Both as an original signatory to the MOU in 2020 that led to the
serious negotiations over Oregon’s forest practices and as a principal negotiator of the Accord itself. Oregon
Wild strongly supports the rules being considered with some minor modifications, that we will submit in
writing to the Department for consideration. These compromise PFA rules represent a major advancement in
protecting aquatic habitats and species on private forest lands in Oregon. They are the product of well-
intentioned people, crafting complex solutions to complex problems, attempting to do the most good possible
for all who care about Oregon’s forests. These rules are meant to provide some significant level of regulatory
certainty for those who seek to log their forests, while providing some significant level of habitat certainty for
threatened and endangered species. But they're not meant to be set in stone in perpetuity, and they are not
perfect. Fortunately, there is a built-in adaptive management process to guide the evolution of these rules
over time. And | think if there are aspects of these rules that the public thinks need changing, | urge everyone
to engage in the upcoming adaptive management process that will be led by a diverse stakeholder group.
Again, Oregon Wild supports these rules and supports the process that led to them, and | thank you for the
opportunity to comment.”

Meghan Tuttle, Salem, OR Weyerhaeuser Company

“My name is Megan Tuttle. | am in Salem, Oregon, and | am the Environmental Affairs Manager for
Weyerhaeuser Company. Weyerhaeuser is a signatory of the Private Forest Accord, was engaged in authoring
the private forest accord report and participated in drafting the Forest Practice rules. | have two things | want
to share today regarding revisions of the Forest Practices Act and Weyerhaeuser supports the comments of
OFIC and industry Private Forest Accord co-authors during this public meeting process. Number one, we
recommend the Board of Forestry adopt the Forest Practice rules as drafted. As discussed at prior board
meetings, ODF staff, authors and others have collaborated to develop rule language that matched the historic
agreement outlined in the Private Forest Accord and associated legislation. We would like to acknowledge the
hard work of the ODF staff on driving this rule package under tight deadlines, and recognize that with 144
pages of updated regulations, including 110 administrative rule modifications, these rules changes are
complex and detailed. Given the scope and breadth of the requlatory changes, we urge ODF Staff and the
Board of Forestry to adopt the rules as drafted, and in particular, recommend the Board of Forestry avoid
making substantive changes during the public comment process. Number 2: While the Forest Practices
Administrative rule approval is a significant Private Forest Accord milestone, a lot of work remains after rule
adoption in November. Senate Bill 1501 dictated a very aggressive timeline for this rulemaking effort, and the
Board and staff should be commended for meeting the rulemaking timeline while engaging with PFA authors,
state agencies like ODFW and other impacted stakeholders. However, many elements of Senate Bill 1501 and
actions for successful rule implementation remain outstanding. These include upgrading the forest activity
electronic reporting and notification system, otherwise known as FERNS, developing technical guidance,
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creating training for steep slope certification and forming the Adaptive Management and Independent
Research and Science teams. While long, this list is not exhaustive of all of the work in front of ODF, and does
not even include longer term PFA commitments like rulemaking for tethered logging and post-disturbance
harvesting. ODF leadership and the Board need to develop metrics, realistic timelines, and collaborative
processes to ensure operational requlatory needs are completed well ahead of the January, 1 2024 rule
implementation. Landowners, in particular, and regional Forest Practice Committees have a vested interest in
a smooth FERNS update, clear technical guidance and development of appropriate and timely field training. In
closing, we appreciate the efforts of ODF leadership, staff and the Board of Forestry in developing the draft
Forest Practice regulations and strongly encourage the Board of Forestry to approve the collaborative rule
drafts as presented. Furthermore, we look forward to ODF communicating and continuing to collaborate with
stakeholders, as we transition from crafting rulemaking language to rulemaking implementation.”

Adrian Miller, Rayonier, Poulsbo, WA

“ My name is Adrian Miller. | reside in Poulsbo, Washington, and | represent Rayonier an Oregon forest
landowner. We own and manage about 60,000 acres on the South Oregon coast. We are testifying today in
support of this rule package, and | guess the tenor of my comment - | really want to focus around, what
makes Oregon a successful place to own and manage timber. We've got some of the best soils and climate in
the country for growing trees. We've got access to robust markets. We have access to a skilled labor force.
But one of the things that we seem to miss in this equation is the ability to count on a stable regulatory
process. The Private Forest Accord sets up a set of changes to how rules are changed. My friend and
colleague, Sean Stevens, earlier alluded to this in the adaptive management program, and | agree with him
for those who are interested in seeing changes in the future to understand and participate in this program. It
attempts to take some of the conflict out of scientific debate and create a more transparent process for
evaluating rule changes. So, this rule package creates a significant conservation uplift, and we hope it also
provides additional regulatory certainty. This rule package does cost landowners and the state of Oregon, and
we hope that the Board of Forestry continues to help implement these rules so that we can see the benefits of
these rule changes, and that's all I've got, thank you very much.”

Bob Van Dyk, Wild Salmon Center, Forest Grove, Oregon

“Thank you for the record, Bob Van dyke I live in Forest Grove, Oregon, and | work for Wild Salmon Center.
We're a conservation organization strongly committed to dedicated to abundant wild salmon runs. We
strongly support the rule package before you today. The rule package contains a great many helpful
improvements for our salmon runs. The larger stream buffers will help keep temperatures cool and regulate
stream temperature, and also contribute significantly more large wood. The steep slope regulations will help
regulate sediment as well as contributing more large wood. The road roles will also help reduce sediment
from hydrologically-connected streams, and will dramatically increase fish passage. The new small forest
landowner program includes a new office, tax credits and extensive outreach to this very important
constituent for salmon habitat. And the new beaver rules and mitigation fund also promise significant
improvements. We're also very pleased with the new adaptive management process, which helps give science
and regulatory stability prominence. We encourage the Board to move to approve these rules, and to move
with all deliberate speed toward the Habitat Conservation Plan. Thanks for the opportunity to testify tonight.”
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Scott Hayes, Washington County, Oregon

“My name is Scott Hayes. | have a 40-acre tree farm. My wife and | have a home in Washington County. So,
we are one of the SFO landowners, and | noted in the comments tonight there were a lot of folks that were
supportive of this accord, and the rules, and | also agree. | did make some comments on September 10th |
submitted the Board. | hope they review those. They really relate to the small SFO landowners, and | think it's
important that maybe some of the issues be addressed that affect folks that have really small acreages, and
they really don't know about these rules that are coming about. | do know some fellow tree farmers who are
actually harvesting along riparian areas right now in anticipation of the new rules, which is a bad thing. We
are not. But | hope that the Board would review my comments, and then also the comments of the gentleman
that was the first on this evening who has a pretty significant financial impact. | do know that the Oregon
Small Woodlands Association had great input into the process, and although they do represent about 2,000 of
us tree farmers and small landowners in Oregon, there is 70 or 80,000 of them that really have no idea what
going on. So there needs to be a pretty significant outreach to those folks to what is happening on their
streams and their stream riparian areas. So, thank you very much, and I will close now.”

Derrold Burnett

“In regard to the comments made by Mr. Hayes. Is there a plan to reach out to those 70 to 80,000 other small
forestland owners? So, they know what's happening, and what these changes mean to them? It's so
important as the individual parcels may be small, but 70,000 of them represent a very large land mass. Thank
you very much.”

The Hearing was adjourned at approximately 6:40 PM after all the other participants were queried for
interest in providing testimony.

2. September 27, 2022, Hosted Virtually
Hearing Officer: Lisa Appel, Adaptive Management Program Coordinator,
Forest Resources Division, ODF

At 10:00 a.m. the hearing officer initiated the hearing process on proposed Forest Practices Act rule
revisions directed by the enrollment of Senate Bills 1501 and 1502.

There were 46 participants in the hearing, five of them provided comment. Their testimony is below in
the order in which it was received.

Joseph Vaile, Klamath-Siskiyou Wildlands Center, Ashland, OR

“My name is Joseph Vaile, and I'm with the group Klamath-Siskiyou Wildland Center. We're based in southern
Oregon and | was a part of the signatory group and worked on the Private Forest Accord. Down here in
southern Oregon | worked a lot on wildfire issues and fuel issues and forestry. We have a very important
landscape down here in the Rogue Basin with a lot of private land intermixed with Federal land. So, It's really
important how our watersheds are managed, and the Private Forest Accord is greatly important to us. | want
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to express my strong support for the rule package and recommend that the Board adopt these rules. There
are many important rule updates that would bring Oregon rules closer to what nearly every other Western
State is doing in terms of forest practices. So, this is long overdue and | want to express my strong support for
the rule package. | was able to work really closely on the roads division of the rules, and they are critical for
ensuring that our streams and rivers have clean water for communities and for fish populations. Roads can
bleed damaging sediment into streams. Also, these rules would help make sure that those roads are not in a
place where they're blocking the migration of fish, which is what often happens in many of our roads. So,
these rules are a huge step in the right direction. There's so much more in the rule package as you described
that would benefit Oregonians, including better monitoring, adaptive management, and protections that
would benefit other species of wildlife such as the beaver and amphibians. That said there's still plenty of
work ahead including the need to make sure that small forest landowners get the support that they deserve.
Also, ODF and ODFW must do a much better job, moving forward, of cooperating as a result of these rules.
That will mean a better, closer working relationship is needed there. We also need develop a lot more rules to
protect our streams after fire and disturbance, something that the Private Forest Accord did not address but
instead set up a process to address in the coming months ahead. So that's really important not to forget.
Lastly, | would just say, these rules are really designed around protecting endangered species, and that's the
focus of them. They don't address all the other needs that we have in our communities drinking water and
other protections that are needed in terms of how climate change is affecting our forests. So there's a lot
more work ahead, but as far as these rules and aquatic resources. | just want to say my strong support for
them and | hope they're adopted. | appreciate the opportunity to give this testimony.”

Stacey Detwiler, Wild Salmon Center, Springfield, OR

“My name is Stacey Detwiler and I'm the Oregon Policy Manager at the Wild Salmon Center, which is a
nonprofit organization dedicated to conserving wild salmon, steelhead, rivers and ecosystems here in Oregon
and across the Pacific rim. Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comment today in support of the
proposed administrative rule changes to the Oregon Forest Practices Act, and we also recommend that the
Board adopts these rules. Together with 12 other conservation and fishing organizations and 13 timber
companies, Wild Salmon Center worked to negotiate the Private Forest Accord, which is really only possible
through decades of hard work by community members, organizers, and scientists who are advocating for
needed changes on how our private forest lands are managed here in Oregon. Private Forest Accord was the
true compromise, and there were many hard decisions. But despite these challenges, it's also the first major
update to Oregon’s logging rules on private forest lands in decades, expanding stream side protections for
harvesting trees near streams, overhauling forest road standards and requiring a comprehensive inventory
process, holding road stream crossings to new standards for flow and fish passage that reflect a changing
climate and establishing a 50 year fund with investments of 15 million a year, from the state and industry for
projects that increase wildfire resiliency, support beaver conservation, establish conservation easements, and
many more. Today, we ask the department and the Board to finalize the proposed roles and build on the
success of the Private Forest Accord by continuing to update protections for forested watersheds as part of
the adaptive management program, particularly as we learn more about the practices and management
strategies that are needed to protect cold, clean water for fish and people under a changing climate. More
protections are still needed to ensure clean drinking water is protected for all Oregonians, especially on steep
and unstable slopes, or where pesticide use and loss of shade that keep streams cool threaten drinking water
supplies. But despite these difficult tradeoffs, the Private Forest Accord is a critical step to better protect clean
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cold water for all Oregonians. Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comment today in support the
Private Forest Accord and the proposed administrative role changes.”

Bob Rees, Northwest Guides and Anglers Association

“My name is Bob Rees. | am Executive Director for the Northwest Guides and Anglers Association, and a
professional fishing guide of 26 years in Oregon. Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments
today. This hearing and process represent the culmination of decades of hard work by the conservation
community and private forest landowners. It's a long overdue improvement meant to improve the water
quality and to prevent wild salmon from going extinct. Currently Oregon’s. wild salmon are at 3% of their
historical abundance. We urge the department to build on the success of the Private Forest Accord as part of
the adaptive management program as the needs of our fish and wildlife change along with our dynamic
climate. In particular, we want to highlight the improvements of increased riparian buffers, improving forest
road standards, and prohibiting commercial beaver trapping on private forest lands. The accord, however, did
fall short of providing clean water assurances, and we hope that we could continue to work the department
to improve those components of regulation in the future. Thank you. That concludes my comments.”

Emily Bowes, Rogue Riverkeeper, Ashland, OR

“Hello! My name is Emily Bowes of Southwestern Oregon. | am the Conservation Director of Rogue
Riverkeeper. Rogue Riverkeeper has been involved in PFA since its inception and as a PFA author. Rogue
Riverkeeper is a nonprofit organization that advocates for water quality and water quantity in support of
clean drinking water, native fish, and healthy communities in the Rogue River watershed. I'm providing
comment today in support of the proposed administrative rule changes, and that the Board adopt these rules.
The PFA is making huge steps forward on an update of Oregon’s logging rules and practices on private forest
lands. But | ask these updates continue further to increase protections for aquatic species, and the health of
the surrounding communities. Rogue Riverkeeper supports the changes negotiated under Private Forest
Accord in particular including new requirements to upgrade roads to provide fish passage, and construct road
stream crossings to new standards, with flow and fish passage that reflect a changing climate, expanding
streamside protections for harvesting trees near streams, and improving forest road standards and establish
a road inventory. However, there is still more to advocate for to ensure full water protections within our
private forested watersheds, such as increase protections to ensure sources of clean drinking water, providing
Clean Water Act assurances and additional updates to Forest Practices that will be required to comply with
the Clean Water Act and comprehensive policies to fully address global climate change, and how forest can
help communities mitigate and adapt these impacts. Private Forest Accord is a critical step to better protect
clean, cold water for our communities and aquatic wildlife. So, | thank you for the opportunity today to
provide public comment in support of the Private Forest Accord and the administrative rule changes.”

Russ Glascock, Landowner in Lincoln County, OR

“My name is Russ Glascock. | called yesterday and gave testimony. | think | want to expand a little bit today.
25% of my property along the river is being taken away for being able to thin, as in the current Forest Practice
Act allows - a fish stream is a 100 foot buffer and you are allowed to thin inside of it. You were that the Forest
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Accord does not allow anything inside there. | have a question if Lincoln County is going to refund my property
taxes that I've been paying for decades and decades and decades on that land, for the devalued part of my
land. In the future, are they going to reduce my property taxes and for everybody else in Lincoln County that's
affected similarly? | appreciate the offer to talk to you. And I also want to know is there going to be any
exemption for personal use along the river to take trees for building fences and barns and things like that.
Have a nice day.”

The Hearing was adjourned at approximately 10:30 AM after all the other participants were queried
for interest in providing testimony.

3. September 28, 2022, Hosted Virtually
Hearing Officer: Lisa Appel, Adaptive Management Program Coordinator,
Forest Resources Division, ODF

At 4:00 p.m. the hearing officer initiated the hearing process on proposed Forest Practices Act rule
revisions directed by the enrollment of Senate Bills 1501 and 1502.

There were 34 participants in the hearing, eight of them provided comment. Their testimony is below
in the order in which it was received.

Joe Newton, Lone Rock Resources, Roseburg, Oregon

“My name is Joe Newton, and | am a Forester for the Lone Rock Resources based in Roseburg, Oregon. Lone
Rock is a signatory in the Private Forest Accord was involved in the negotiation that led to establishing the
agreement and passing drinking water protection legislation as part of that agreement in 2020, as well as the
negotiation that led to the final agreement announced last October. We also participated in the review and
feedback of the draft rule changes and feel satisfied that these rules accurately reflect the changes outlined in
the agreement. We encourage the Board to pass these rules as written. Several of our environmental partners
have made comments about what they feel are unresolved issues that they would like to see the board
address; namely, drinking water protections and herbicide application. I'd like to state for the record that
drinking water protections were, in fact, part of these negotiations. They were the very first issue the
signatories addressed via legislation passed with nearly unanimous bipartisan support that was signed into
law by Governor Kate Brown in July of 2020. That legislation created buffers around homes, schools, and
water intakes for helicopter application of herbicides on forestland. That are, to my knowledge, larger buffers
than any other Western state. Those new buffers went to effect last year. It also created the first-ever
electronic notification system to communicate neighbors in real time when forest landowners plan to use
helicopters to do aerial applications. Again, no other State in the nation has a notification system like this,
and because of that, ODF had to create this complicated notification system from scratch. Because of that, it
only just rolled out last winter and has been in use for less than a year. As one might expect with the brand-
new IT program, it hasn't been without hiccups. For example, some foresters have reported issues with the
new system getting stuck with a little spinning computer screen circle of doom and not processing a pending
notice properly. Clearly, it's going to take some time to provide feedback and get all the kinks worked out. |
strongly encourage the department and Board to remain focused on accomplishing what has been started
and resist calls to keep piling on new regulations before we even have time to fully implement the massive
changes we've already put in motion. And that includes implementing the new adaptive management
program so baseline monitoring can be established to inform for future policy discussion. That is a proper
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path for those scientific questions, and we encourage the Board to use it to its full potential. Thank you very
much for the opportunity to comment.”

James Fraser, Trout Unlimited, Portland, OR

“Hello, my name is James Fraser and I'm the Oregon Policy Advisor at Trout Unlimited. I live in Portland. Trout
Unlimited is a non-profit organization dedicated to the conservation of cold-water fish, such as trout, salmon,
and steelhead and their habitats. Our organization has more than 350,000 members and supporters
nationwide, including over 3,500 members in Oregon. TU is one of the conservation coalition authors of the
PFA report, and we supported related legislation during the 2022 session. We've also been involved in many
of the conversations between industry representatives and the Department of Forestry regarding these rules.
TU supports the draft PFA rules and the protections those will provide to native salmon, steelhead, and trout,
as well as the other covered fish and amphibian species described in the PFA. The PFA in these draft rules will
significantly change the regulatory framework for timber activities on private lands, and | will not try to
summarize those changes here. Rather I'll just say that TU greatly appreciates and supports the rules, because
they'll meaningfully expand riparian buffers in Oregon streams, improve road and stream-crossing standards,
remediate abandoned and legacy forest roads, provide new protections for streams from runoff, and commit
substantial new funding for habitat and water quality restoration work. It’s certainly a lot to review but many
changes in Oregon's administrative rules; however, this new approach is necessary. TU expects the new
framework to provide benefits to Oregon’s aquatic resources, while also providing regulatory certainty to
Oregon's timber industry. The new adaptive management program is a highly important component of this
new framework, and | want to emphasize to you support for it. That program will provide science-based
recommendations and technical information to the Board that allows the State to incorporate best available
science and forest management on an ongoing basis. The result should be continued incidental take permit
coverage that's based on effective administrative rules. To be clear, these draft rules do not fully implement
all of the regulatory changes that are necessary under the PFA and related legislation. For example, the post-
disturbance logging rules are still to come, but these draft rules will achieve a lot and are a necessary step to
providing regulatory certainty for the State, while also protecting the interests of valuable fish and wildlife.
Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the draft rules.”

Grace Brahler, Cascadia Wildlands, Eugene, OR

“Hi there, for the record, my name is Grace Brahler, I'm from Eugene Oregon, and | am the Wildlands Director
for Cascadia Wildlands. Cascadia Wildlands is a nonprofit conservation organization with a mission to defend
and restore Cascadia’s wild ecosystems in the forests, in the courts, and in the streets. We represent
approximately 12,000 members and supporters in Oregon and throughout the United States, who envision
vast old growth forest; clean, cold rivers full of salmon; wolves, howling in the back country; and vibrant
communities sustained by the unique landscapes of the Cascadia Bioregion. Thank you for this opportunity to
provide public comment today in support of proposed administrative rule changes to the Oregon Forest
Practices Act as directed by Senate Bills 1501 and 1502 as part of the Private Forest Accord for which Cascadia
Wildlands is a signatory. We want to keep it short and sweet, and express our strong support for these
changes negotiated under the PFA, including increased streamside buffers to protect water quality and
salmon and stronger protections for steep landslide prone slopes. While there is certainly still more to be
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done, the PFA and the proposed administrative rule changes represent significant progress in Oregon’s forest
regulatory landscape. Thank you again for the opportunity to comment.”

Stacey Detwiler, Wild Salmon Center

“Thank you, for the record, my name is Stacey Detwiler, and I'm the Oregon Policy Manager at the Wild
Salmon Center, a nonprofit organization dedicated to conserving wild salmon and steelhead rivers and
ecosystems here in Oregon and across the Pacific rim. Thank you for the opportunity to provide public
comment today in support of the proposed and administrative rule changes to the Organ Forest Practices Act,
and we recommend that the Board adopts these rules. Wild Salmon Center was one of the original signers of
the MOU and one of the authors of the Private Forest Accord, along with 12 other conservation and fishing
organizations and 13 timber representatives, including small forest landowners. The final Private Forest
Accord is the result of many months of negotiations and tough decisions all made possible through the hard
work of community leaders, scientists and organizers advocating for changes to how private forest lands are
managed here in Oregon. Despite these challenges, it's really the first comprehensive overhaul of Oregon's
rules on private forest lands in decades. It improves forest road standards and establishes the forest road
inventory, requiring all large landowners to inventory their roads over 20 years, and ensure that those roads
meet the new standards. It establishes new programs and resources for small forest landowners, including
the new SFISH program which provides dedicated funding to replace and upgrade failing culverts at road-
stream crossings. It establishes an independent science team that will conduct studies and report them to the
Board of Forestry, and under the adaptive management process it prioritizes research into impacts on stream-
dwelling amphibians to fill data gaps and ensure that those protections are adequate to sustain and recover
imperiled amphibian species. Today, we ask that the Department and the Board finalize the proposed rules
and build on the success of the PFA by continuing to update protections for forested watersheds as part of the
adaptive management program; this process will inform how the new rules are working and any changes that
are needed moving forward. This is increasingly important as we continue to learn more about the practices
and management strategies that are needed to protect cold, clean water for fish and people under a
changing climate. There's still a long road ahead for forest management practices that fully protect clean
water for people and fish. Without a federally-approved habitat conservation plan by 2027, these rules will
roll back and stricter standards after wildfires and in forests that provide drinking water supplies to
Oregonians are still needed. Despite these difficult tradeoffs, the Private Forest Accord is a critical step to
better protect clean, cold water for all Oregonians. Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comment
today in support of the Private Forest Accord and the proposed administrative rule changes.”

Paul Betts, Miami Alternatives, LLC, McMinnville, OR

“My name is Paul Betts, I'm the manager for Miami Alternatives LLC's lands in Grand Ronde, Oregon, a family
timberland owner that has managed the property since 1910. Miami is not a signatory to the PFA. That being
said, as Chair of OFIC Forest Management Policy Committee, I've likely invested as much, if not more time, in
the rule Development work than anyone else, and was grateful that the process allowed for broader
participation after the passage of Senate Bill 1501; however, please don't mistake this commitment as an
enthusiastic endorsement of the PFA. Rather it was a pragmatic choice to help faithfully capture the
agreement and the best rules possible, and | can say that | believe this has been done. Yet, | am frustrated by
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how this agreement was forged, it's content, and it's cost. | represent a class of landowners that has a strong
legacy of sustainable land management in Oregon. Miami has owned timberland in Oregon for over 100
years, and we are accustomed to regularly going above and beyond the rules in caring for our land. However,
| found no recognition nor credit for doing so in the PFA, nor do | see the incentives for this style of
management going forward. I'm told that what we purchased with our heavy sacrifice is requlatory certainty.
Peace in our day. | find this highly dubious, especially since environmental signatories to the PFA have recently
testified before this Board about the rulemaking, using a portion of their time to enumerate how this is just a
starting point, and give their future wish list of yet more adventures in increasing regulations, all before the
PFA rules have even been approved and adopted by this Board, let alone implemented monitored, or
evaluated for effectiveness. Forest landowners have paid a steep price, and one that honestly threatens the
continued existence of the class of family forest landowners that | represent. A decade from now, forest
landowners will either feel that they secured a costly but strong and enduring compromise, or they will feel
that they were suckered into a bad deal. It will be up to you, distinguished members of the Oregon Board of
Forestry, to give either the truth or the lie to the promise of regulatory certainty through your work in the
coming decade. | hope that you choose to honor the timber industry sacrifices, generate the promised
regulatory certainty, and help cement the fragile and nascent cooperative relationships that developed these
rules and that will be necessary for the PFA to be successful going forward. Thank you for your time.”

Bob Sallinger, Portland Audubon Society

“Good afternoon, my name is Bob Sallinger and for the record I'm the Conservation Director for the Audubon
Society of Portland. We were one of the signatories to the Private Forest Accord. We're also one of the six
negotiating parties for the Forest Accord on the environmental side. We appreciate the hard work that our
colleagues on the environmental side and the timber side put into forging this agreement, and we're here
today to strongly support moving it forward. We think this does represent significant advancement for
protection of aquatic species. And it has been a long, long time coming. We also want to recognize today that
there are other elements of this plan that need to move forward, separate from this. And | think specifically of
the work around beavers that is being done at ODFW. There is much work ahead, both in implementing the
work under the Department of Forestry and also at other agencies as well. And it's important that the plan
move forward holistically. | also want to recognize that there's uncertainty in this plan. We focused at
Audubon specifically on amphibians. There is significantly less research about amphibians than there are
about the fish that were covered into this plan. As a result of that, the protections are less certain. And the
period for the habitat conservation plan is half of what it will be for the fish species that are covered. That's a
reflection of the fact that there is much work to do to really understand the needs of covered amphibians. And
that we need to prioritize them in the adaptive management and research that goes forward to make sure
that we are adequately protecting them, and that changes won't be needed in the future. So, | want to
highlight that as a top priority going forward. | also want to recognize that there are imperial aquatic species
that we did not get to in this plan, | think about species like freshwater mussels and Cascade Torrent
salamanders that may need additional protections in the future. We simply did not address the needs of those
species specifically. So, while we covered a lot of the most imperiled species, there are still other species out
there that we need to be aware of and thoughtful about. That being said we do strongly support moving this
forward and adopting it. We think the work that's been done is very good and substantially advances
protections for aquatic species in Oregon’s forests. So, thank you for the opportunity to testify today.”
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Seth Barnes, Oregon Forest Industries Council, Salem Oregon

“Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment today. For the record, my name is Seth Barnes, and | am
the Director of Forest Policy for the Oregon Forest Industries Council. I'm multi-generational Oregonian with a
degree in Forest Management from OSU. Much has been said about the authors that came together to find
common ground and abandon the battles of the timber wars seeking the common ground between
environmental regulation and landowner certainty. The rules before you represent months of work, and now
hours of conversation between parties. We appreciate the work of the department staff as well. These rules
are the result of a lot of hard work and compromise, and there is no room for more. The original agreement
was made in earnest consultation with professional foresters and engineers, and our members have
continued to provide their expertise and practical experience to help shape these draft rules. There's no room
for fine tuning and we humbly encourage the Board to support the collaborative nature in which these rules
were created by adopting the rules as written. This agreement is a rare and genuine compromise. Not
everyone got what they wanted, but everyone got something. We gave up a whole lot. We believe the
sacrifice is worth it to get some certainty and stability for our future, and that's progress we're supporting.
Senate Bill 1501 dictated a very aggressive timeline for this rule making effort and some elements remain
outstanding, including many, many chapters of technical guidance. This rulemaking process that we're
undergoing right now, and then another one for tethered logging and post-disturbance harvesting, and
several trainings on top of all of that to develop and deliver. If there's one thing that we've learned in the rule
drafting process is that to guarantee a thorough and complete job, the workload should be metered out at a
measured pace and not run. We could sure use the Board's help and guidance making sure that happens and
that all unresolved elements are resolved in the same collaborative spirit that has been cultivated. These PFA
rules are indeed climate smart for those interested in additional trees growing and storing carbon in the
forest, the PFA rules do that. For those concerned with stream temperatures and thermal refugia for wildlife
species, the PFA does that. For those interested in promoting wood products and sustainable green jobs, the
PFA was created to achieve certainty and a sustainable forest sector. And lastly, just wanted to remind
everyone that the very first action taken by the Private Forest Accord authors was to agree upon new
protection measures and a state-of-the-art neighbor communication tool for Helicopter Application of
herbicides. These rules were adopted through Senate Bill 1602, which also directed the authors to continue to
meet and come up with the rest of the PFA and seek that compromise that we're talking about today. These
aerial application rules are indeed unique. No other State in the nation has greater protection or stronger
communication tools. These too were rules developed through the collaborative process, and they only
became operative in 2022. They offer greater protection for all water intakes, increased stream protections,
strengthen compliance tools, and create real time and post-application communication for neighbors, and as
was already mentioned the rules just went into place in 2022. We're still learning how to effectively
implement and communicate with these new tools and we would appreciate the time to work out the kinks in
all of this, and all of the other rules that are coming into place. It's hard to underscore the magnitude of this
rulemaking process and what it's going to take. The significant lift it's going to take for every landowner large
and small to not only learn what their new obligations are, but then to implement those things on the ground.
And then we're not alone there, the department has to do the same thing. There's a steep learning curve with
all of this, and we would appreciate people's patience and understanding as the department and the plan
owners seeking to implement this properly work through that to ensure good compliance moving forward.
Thank you.”
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Brent Hennings, Small Forestland Owner

“My name is Brent Hennings. | have a small tree farm, 160 acres. | have been a tree farm inspector for the
American Tree Farm system, since 2009, and currently I'm listed as the East Douglas County Tree Farm
Inspection Coordinator. I'm very upset by the fact that small landowners were not aware of what was going
on during the development of the Private Forest Accord. An awful lot of people are still totally unaware of
how they're going to be impacted. | know that Jim James from Oregon Small Woodlands Association was a
party, supposedly representing small woodland owners. But OSWA, although they're the largest small
woodland landowner organization in the state, don't represent anywhere near half of the small private
landowners - forest landowners in the state of Oregon. And | don't feel that small private landowners
obtained proper representation in the formulation of this legislation. It was done largely under the cloak of
secrecy, there’s rush through and special legislation, and | think there's going to be a lot of concern when
people start realizing they can't harvest timber that they have been paying taxes on for a long period of time.
Land that they've been paying taxes on, these new riparian rules, in my belief, constitute a taking, and I think
there are other ways that could achieve the same result. Partial thinning operations with directional falling
away from streams, still maintaining adequate shade - those kinds of things. And I’'m very upset that wasn't
part of the final solution. | know a large number of small landowners are in a process now of either
aggressively thinning, or in some places clear cutting areas that may be potentially affected when these rules
go into effect. | think the result of that is going to be exactly opposite of what was intended when these rules
were put together. Thanks for listening.”

The Hearing was adjourned at approximately 4:40 PM after all the other participants were queried for
interest in providing testimony.
D. Written Comments

The agency received approximately 1,490 comments, 74 were unique, custom comments; the
remainder of approximately 1,416 are “form” emails facilitated by advocacy organizations in support
of the rules. Comments are catalogued and presented in the following categories by the order in which
they were received. Table 5 provides a count of comments within each category.

1. Committee for Family Forestlands
2. State or Federal Agency
a. Department of Fish and Wildlife
b. US Environmental Protection Agency - Region 10
c. Department of State Lands
d. Department of Environmental Quality
3. County
a. Josephine Board of County Commissioners

b. Hood River County Board of Commissioners
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4. Timber Company
a. Rayonier
b. Miami Alternatives, LLC
c. Green Diamond Resource Company
5. Environmental Organization
a. Private Forest Accord Conservation Coalition
b. The Nature Conservancy
6. Trade Organization
a. Coos-Curry County Farm Bureau
b. Southern Oregon Timber Industries Association
c. Oregon Forest & Industries Council
d. Oregon Rural Electric Cooperative Association
e. Oregon Farm Bureau
7. Small Forestland Owner
8. Environmental Supporter

9. Advocacy Email

Table 5. Count of Written Comments by Category

Category Count
1. Committee for Family Forestlands 1

2. State or Federal Agency 4

3. County 2

4. Timber Company 3

5. Environmental Organization 2

6. Trade Organization 6

7. Small Forestland Owner 32

8. Environmental Supporter 24

9. Advocacy Email 1416
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1. Committee for Family Forestlands

Committee for Family Forestlands
Comments on the PFA Draft Rules
September 1%, 2022

The Committee for Family Forestlands met on September 1, 2022, after individually reviewing the Draft
Private Forest Accord Rules. The Committee’s overarching comments are in bold headers below, with specific
comments and quotes from Committee discussion following.

The Committee appreciates the opportunity to submit these comments on the new rules, and hopes that this
document makes clear its support of the rules and key aspects including ongoing strong assistance for small
forestland owners in learning about the rules, complying with them, and accessing new funding and advisory
programs created by the rules.

Assistance for Landowners: The Committee notes the importance of ongoing assistance to small
forestland owners and the importance of benefits intended to small forestland owners going to
the small forestland owner community.

There is a line in the rules about highly encumbered woodland owners assuming that there might be a small
number of people whose property is really severely impacted; that is not comforting if you are one of those
landowners. There should be some process to help.

We really want to make sure the benefits of the Small Forestland Provisions go to the Small Forest Landowners.
We are interested in the definition of what a Small Forest Landowner is, and want to make sure it doesn’t
become a mechanism for Larger Forest Landowners to put their land holdings into small individual LLCs to try
and get the benefit of the funding that way, because for this program to be effective, the funding that is
intended to be directed say for SFISH, needs to benefit actual small landowners, not ones that are affiliated
with larger corporate groups.

Committee members are interested in statistics about SFOs. How many landowners in Oregon qualify as 5000
or less, within that bracket that we define Small Landowner? Where is the median value? It seems that 5/10-
acre owners are going to be deeply affected by this. Do we have a sense of how many 5, 10, 40-acre
landowners we have vs. the larger chunk of the 3,000-5,000 acres? It seems this whole thing is missing the
micro-ownership. 5,000 is a large chunk of land. The reality for micro-ownership is very hard because many of
them will never harvest with some positive income, will never harvest 20 truckloads of timber, and they may
not find a logger. “The rules speak to one thing very dear to me in line one of the opening; the purpose and goal
is to minimize the number of land use conversions. That is super cool, it is a collective commitment that is
trying to keep forestland that is very valuable and even more valuable to those micro landowners that they
really have no timber value and the only thing they can do is transfer that against this goal. You may have 28
acres with some timber that could be harvested but you will not find a logger that will come in and do it for you
because one and a half truck loads are not crucial to scale, so you are really stuck in-between wanting to do
something with minimum amount and the impossibility of that being financially do-able.”

The Committee noted the 5% of watershed limit (over 5 years) for the minimum option; not all Small
Forestland Owners are allowed to utilize the minimum option.
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Outreach: The Need for Education, Communication, Technical Support—

e ltis difficult to find what is being defined as a perennial stream vs. a seasonal stream, depending on what
definition of perennial. What distinguishes some of the stream classifications? Sometimes it feels that some of
the classifications/definitions are in conflict. Still confused on what is a perennial vs a seasonal stream.

e How do we communicate about these changes to all those landowners, the greatest majority of landowners,
who may not know that they are involved in this.

e The committee discussed the need for a digestible guide that can support landowner’s implementation and
workshops, along with field tours. Outreach and education will be essential to help people feel successful about
implementing these rules. It would be useful to have a guide to what a landowner mandatorily will have to do
and what are the optional opportunities for landowners under the rules.

e The Small Forestland Owner Assistance Office is meant to coordinate and do communications and outreach
about the Forest Practice Rules, these changes to them, grant programs under the Accord, and more broadly
about programs and partnerships. That language seems to be stronger in the statue than it is in this rule. We'd
like to see a broader spelling out that the Office should be a place for consolidated outreach because it is
confusing having it diffused--we have heard that comment on the committee many times. Also, rules about
mitigation grants are not referenced in these rules at all. It could be useful to have some kind of cross reference
in the rules mentioning that under the Accord Mitigation Grant program there will be opportunities for Small
Forestland Owners; this could be linked to the description of the Small Forest Landowner Office.

e  AOL explained to the Committee that it is trying to help folks understand how they may be able to increase
their business and to get help for the Small Forestland Owner when it comes to being an operator in that
space. That’s not all of AOL members but they do have a large portion of members who do both large and small
forestland work. It’s going to get complicated to explain the forest practice rules to AOL members because
really in all reality there are four sets of rules now where there used to be one maybe two, East and West side,
but then you also have the difference between Large and Small Landowner.

e [tisimportant for landowners to know whom to contact. Is it the local ODF forester or is it going to be the
office of Small Forestland Owners? For the Small Forestland Owner, who do they call first and what is the
channel of their communication and learning?

e The SFO Assistance Office must take into account, and stewardship foresters must take into account,
that many communities will have limited access to ODF resources and little knowledge of how to
access digital materials.

e We should be investing in those organizations that will host those volunteers that will be assisting in outreach
and grant additional capacity to those organizations to accomplish the outreach.

e It will be useful to have outreach that focuses on some of the positive aspects of the rules for the Small
Forestland Owner community.

Disproportionate Impacts: small landowners with many streams, avoiding conversion-

e Our big concern is that forestland is not converted out of forestland into something else. There is a huge value
in forestland staying forest. There is a concern about the ability of forestland to be self-sustaining.

e  Will there be some process if some people feel really extraordinarily impacted, what will happen to them?
Some Small Forestland Owners may have a dense network of streams.

e There are a lot of small woodland owners of modest means. Is there a process to identify extraordinarily
encumbered landowners?

Management plans, agreements: need for clarity and support about required plans—

e The rules about waiver of statutory plans and stewardship agreements are complex. How will the Department
support landowners in knowing what plans are needed? We can’t expect that everyone can find a stewardship
forester to write the landowner a plan.
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Landowners need to understand that there is a distinction between a management plan for property and a
written plan for a specific forest practices operation on the property.

In the definitions of written plans, the word statutory is crossed out, but below the rules keep referring to
statutory written plans. This is confusing.

How do we support private landowners with existing stewardship plans or management plans? They will be
more affected by many of these new PFA guidance rules.

Assistance for SFOs in determining what management plans are needed (for property in general; for
specific operation) will be a key need of SFOs in future.

Enforcement: need for community input, process, and education -

Violations/enforcement: is there an option for some mediation that will help a landowner if they are
confronted by a violation? What is the process?

Does the community have any input in this?

From occurrence to violation what is envisioned from the knowledge and practice into implementing the next
step?

There are provisions in the rules making enforcement more stringent for repeat violators, and that
information about enforcement, and mitigation of penalties under the rules, should be part of the
outreach to SFOs.

General Comments —

Really appreciate the glossary.

This is a chunk of information, it’s really a lot built in the document.

The industrial member of the CFF noted that they are really, really excited about having this agreement come
together. From a large industrial landowner’s perspective, managing a large tract of land, this helps to manage
a lot of the concerns from the environmental perspective and the differences of opinions and differences of
standards that people wanted to see in how forests are managed. Both sides came together to work through
these issues technically and reach agreement and specifically it gives some business security moving forward.
There’s a process for continuing monitoring and it’s not going to be stagnant. There will be monitoring of how
these new regulations apply and actually protect the resources they are intended to protect. There are
scientifically defined changes through studies and monitoring that will promote additional protection
standards; there is a mechanism to address that and move the forest practices regulations in that direction.
This is an excellent opportunity for people to focus on what is important to them and a more consistent and
defined business regulated opportunity is a good benefit for the industry.

It would be helpful to have a list of the benchmark accomplishments and programs set out in these rules --the
Small Forestlands Office, SFISH, and other programs.

It would be useful to have just an overview of what things for sure will apply to Small Forest Landowners and
what are more just opportunities.

The definition of stumpage value is confusing. There can be some clarification of that including linking value to
a specific date.

It would be usefully to talk about the benefits specifically stated for Small Forestland Owners, for instances the

availability for technical and funding assistance for culverts.

2. State and Federal Agency
Department of Fish and Wildlife

From: RITCHEY Alan D * ODFW <Alan.D.RITCHEY@odfw.oregon.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, September 07, 2022 9:03 AM

Agenda Iltem 1
Attachment 3
Page 23 of 167


mailto:Alan.D.RITCHEY@odfw.oregon.gov

To: BARNARD Josh W * ODF <Josh.W.BARNARD @odf.oregon.gov>; ERB Greg R * ODF
<Greg.R.ERB@odf.oregon.gov>

Cc: CLEMENTS Shaun * ODFW <Shaun.CLEMENTS@odfw.oregon.gov>; KRAHMER Rod W * ODFW
<Rod.W.KRAHMER@odfw.oregon.gov>

Subject: RE: Public comments now accepted on proposed rule changes to Forest Practices Act from the
Private Forest Accord

Hi Josh and Greg

| had a few minor comments on the latest draft rules that were provided to me. | think these are pretty minor
and typo/wordsmithing more than context so thought | would just send them direct to you. Let me know if
any questions.

My page numbers referenced below are from the August 10, 2022 version. | also attached the reviewed
version with notes in the identified suggestions.

Pg 35 (5)(a). OAR 625-412-0015(2). | suggest deleting “(2)”. This will likely point to the wrong and unintended
number once passage rules revised. OAR 625-412-0015 is strictly the passage prioritization section of rule.
This should not change the intent of the PFA rules. Alternatively, in the current/final draft out for public
comment, (6) is the subsection and language that was previously (2) and the intended target of this
reference. | expect it to stay (6) but can’t confirm until approved.

Pg 51, typo in (4)(a). Delete “of”

Pg 51, (4)(g). | think “...from the stream of an approved dike....” should be “...from the stream by an approved
dike...”.

Pg 61, (5)(b). The reference to ODFW definition for fish passage OAR 635-412-0005(18) will not be accurate
upon passage rule revisions. “Fish passage” will still be defined in 0005 but under a different number. You
could delete (18), 0005 are the definitions and fish passage will be located here.

Pg 64, (5)(B). “...fish consistent with OAR 635-412-0015(2) and other...”. With the upcoming passage rule
revisions, | think this is now referencing the wrong OAR number. In the draft that is now out for public
comment this subsection references obstructions where there is a legal agreement that passage is not
required. | suggest dropping the “2” all together and just using OAR 635-412-0015. This is the OAR that is
specific to Prioritization. Alternatively, in the current/final draft out for public comment, (6) is the subsection
and language that was previously (2) and the intended target of this reference. | expect it to stay (6) but can’t
confirm until approved.

Let me know if any questions.

Alan Ritchey

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
Fish Screens and Passage Program Manager
4034 Fairview Industrial Dr SE

Salem, OR 97302

503-947-6229
Alan.D.Ritchey@odfw.oregon.gov
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Department of State Lands

Dear Christina Helige,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the proposed rule revisions to the Forest Practices
Act (FPA). Please accept these comments from the Department of State Lands (DSL) for your consideration.

By way of background, under the direction of the Oregon Legislature and on behalf of the State Land Board,
DSL is working to develop the Elliott State Forest (ESF) into a research forest. The forest will be managed by a
new state entity called the Elliott State Research Forest Authority (ESRFA). To facilitate the ESRFA
management of the forest, DSL is negotiating a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) for an Incidental Take Permit
(ITP) that would cover three species: Northern Spotted Owl, Marbled Murrelet, and Coastal Coho Salmon.
DSL is providing these public comments to seek further clarity on how the anticipated obligations under the
proposed amendments to the FPA will align with the anticipated obligations under an ESRFA HCP.

Specifically, DSL is requesting that the Board of Forestry provide further clarity on the pass through
protection of Section 14 of SB 1501. As DSL understands it, Section 14 provides that if the ESRFA has an ITP
for the Northern Spotted Owl, Marbled Murrelet, and Coastal Coho Salmon, and the ESRFA is engaging in a
forest practice that is in compliance with that ITP, then the ESRFA operations are not subject to any of the
FPA provisions that relate to the protection of the three covered species. DSL would request that the
proposed rules provide further clarity on the Board’s interpretation of Section 14.

DSL would appreciate the opportunity to continue discussing these issue with ODF as the final rules are
developed.

Thank you.

Bill Ryan

(he/him/his)

Deputy Director, Operations
Oregon Department of State Lands
Landline 503-986-5259

Cell 541-261-0336

DSL websites: www.oregon.qov/dsl; https://lands.dsl.state.or.us

Department of Environmental Quality

Begins next page
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4. Timber Company
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5. Environmental Organization
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6. Trade Organization
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7. Small Forestland Owner
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Russ and Linda Glascock <« >
Sent: Friday, September 02, 2022 12:08 AM

To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Subject: My comments on the Oregon Forest Accord

My name is Russ Glascock from Eddyville. | am sending you comments on the Oregon Forest Accord (OFA).

My grandparents acquired 1240 acres in 1942. | have been at the ranch since January 1977. When my grandfather
passed in 1978, the federal and state governments accessed 450,000 dollars in death taxes. This was a 55% rate after a
75,000 dollar exemption. That debt was paid over 15 years, and the rest of the family sold 1000 acres in 1994.

The forest practice act in Oregon has been changed 5 times (including the new OFA) since | moved here. In 1977, we
planted 10 acres along the Yaquina river with doug fir seedlings. We were told that this would be a good investment for
retirement. The OFA increases the stream side width from 100 feet to 110 feet. No thinning is allowed.

The ranch that | own includes 2 miles along the Yaquina river. In 2000, | planted 90 acres along the river with multiple
species to help shade the river and provide wildlife habitat. Logs and stumps were placed along the river bank. Culverts
were improved. The OFA will not allow me to thin trees within 110 feet of the river. Thinning would help with faster tree
growth and provide me with retirement funds.

The OFA has convinced several of my Lincoln county neighbors to harvest trees in no cut buffer areas before the end of
2022. Without the OFA those trees would not have been harvested.

It takes 40 to 60 years to grow trees to harvest size. Family tree farms make decisions to plan for future income. This
new rule is taking a significant portion of my retirement funds. After unfair death taxes and paying decades of property
taxes, the OFA takes away financial use of large portion of my property.

| feel the State should reimburse small private timber land owners affected by the OFA for loss of income due to rule
changes. Property taxes should be lowered to reflect loss of income.

Small private timber land owners contribute improvements to riparian areas and should be appreciated by the state, not
punished financially.

Better yet, have the rules committee exempt small timber land owners from the rules of the OFA.

RRG
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: OLIVOS-ROOD Hilary * ODF

Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2022 5.07 PM
To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Subject: FW: Opposing PFA Draft Rules

The sender of this email verified that the below comments are to be shared with the Board and the PFA rulemaking
team as a public comment. See below.

From: Jennifer Hamaker <~ o >

Sent: Monday, September 05, 2022 11:49 PM

To: ODF_DL_Board of Forestry <BoardofForestry@odf.oregon.gov>
Subject: Opposing PFA Draft Rules

Opposing the Private Timber Accord with ODFW’s own
reports and studies-

As an Oregonian | oppose the draft rules for implementing the Private Forest Accord.
These rules will undermine our forests as well as punish the people and businesses that keep our forests healthy.

Oregon’s forests and timber industry remain healthy and continue to support tens of thousands of family wage jobs in
rural Oregon, despite paying 1 1/2 times more taxes than any other industry, while our timberland is being closed down
with HCP's which allow for little forest management - if any, while taxes, regulations, fees, paperwork etc are ever
increasing, and while we are governed by the strictest of laws in any industry in the United States by the Forest Practices
Act.

To punish them by making more unmanaged timberlands on their successfully managed timberlands is irresponsible and
surrenders yet again to the Environmental groups anti-management agenda.

The rules are not a balanced approach to support both conservation and economic viability for Oregon’s rural
communities, and the science proves this.

There is no need for increasing the riparian buffers. Coho and steelhead populations have been increasing as reported in
the studies done by Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (attached link).

Coho spend about 1.5 years at sea and before coming back to spawn whereas Steelhead spend up to 4 years in fresh
water, and 3 years in the ocean and some survive spawning to return to freshwater. Ocean conditions play a major role
in fish populations. The proposed rules have nothing to do with ocean conditions, but the timberland owners will be
punished for them. That is neither balanced or fair!

Current spawning and resident bull trout distribution in Klamath basin is highly fragmented and limited to a few
headwater streams. Poor water quality and irrigation diversions have isolated populations, minimizing opportunities for
bull trout to express a migratory life history, mix among populations, and colonize unoccupied habitats. This has nothing
to do with riparian buffers, and more to do with Klamath Basin’s lack of water due to drought.
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: nancyn@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Nancy Nichols <nancyn@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2022 4:37 PM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: Approve new Private Forest Accord

Dear Chair Jim Kelly,

My husband and | own 65 acres of forest land in Western Lane County. We support improving Oregon's forest practices.
California and Washington have stricter regulation which are working. It is time for us to catch up.

We are in favor of increased buffers along streams and protections for steep landslide prone slopes. We experienced
landslides during the 1996 flooding and can see how better forest practices would reduce landslides in heavy rain
events.

We expect that you will also be addressing post-fire logging rules to make sure there is no a huge loophole for burned
timber.

I'm sure this is a challenging job. Thank you for taking it on.

Sincerely,
Ms. Nancy Nichols
93849 Deadwood Creek Rd Deadwood, OR 97430-9715
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Susan and Scott Russell < >
Sent: Thursday, September 08, 2022 10:02 AM

To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Subject: Forest accord comments

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this new rule.

The taking remedies as a result of this rule need to be modified. Itappears that there are two choices
regarding the trees adjacent to non-fish bearing streams, harvest the trees before the rule is in effect or, apply
the value of the existing trees to the landowner's taxes. The first option will create less shading of these
tributaries, contributing to higher stream temperatures, and the second option is not reasonable, see the
following description. When The Dalles Dam flooded Celilo Falls in 1957, the Native Americans who had used
the area for 11,000 years, were given $3,700. { HistoryLink.org) For reference, the list price for a 1957
Chevrolet was $2000. This was poor policy when you consider the result to generations to follow. | suggest
that those who choose retaining their trees in the newly created riparian area; that in addition to the valve of
the existing trees, future compensation, which could also be used to offset taxes, be made every twenty years
based on the site class of the land. The chances that the riparian area will be changed in the future to the now
existing status is slim to zero. The loss of productivity will extend past the current owner's lifetime. Let's be
reasonable to what we leave to the next landowners. Every time a new punitive requirement to forest land is
made, the land hecomes less attractive to the next generation to maintain and keep forests healthy. So often,
the passing of an owner results in the unplanned clearcutting of the land.

Thank you,

Scott Russell

31291 Raymond Creek road
Scappoose, OR 97056
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Judy Dickerson « ) >
Sent: Thursday, September 08, 2022 1:20 PM

To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Subject: New/old rules???

My husband, Clay worked for and helped write plans for ODF several times, retiring in 1999.

Except for the logging community, ODF has never been seen as an enforcement agency by the local SWO public. Even
there, Clay seldom wore his badge and uniform when dealing with forest law when inspecting log operations. He found
several who reacted with much less agitation when his clothing matched theirs. He usually was met with at least a gruff
"Hello", and perhaps a hand-shake. His regulatory method was to educate and inform, then bring into compliance. He
seldom wrote citations for minor or first-time offenses, but was tenacious tracking down violations such as trespass or
overt safety issues. He was both respected and liked in the SWO District. OQutside of that community, few people realized
what Clay's work entailed. Many of our friends didn't even realize he often was fighting fires {locally or out of district)
during the summer.

We've been closely connected to ODF summer fire for seven decades - so many family and friends have worked there.
The current, very closest individual is our youngest grandson. He is in his 3rd season as crew on a patrol rig. Also, his
older sister (who worked a notable project fire camp one summer, plus two additional summers in Dispatch) is engaged
toa 7 yr veteran FO - both in SWO.

Since Clay's death I've been hesitant to offer too many comments about forestry beyond what | knew he would say. My
interest is high, but my expertise is barely above the level of most common citizens - perhaps my view has some merit
too? My 50+ years of close contact with ODF through marriage and his shared Forest Management ideas maybe gave me
some insight beyond the obvious. Also we have always lived in or near the woods, and | still own about 140+/- acres of
mixed pasture and woodlot in Douglas County.

This is not technical, but please bear with me as | write these thoughts.

| see two points ODF may want to address before going into this cycle of future rule planning. One is the current Public
Image of the department and the second is the changing attitude of Oregonians in regard to State Land Management.

PUBLIC IMAGE:

ODF has relied on excellent fire suppression as a great way to sell themselves to the public. Reality is, you lost a lot of
ground with your seasonal workers with the Covid shot mandate last fall. (THAT was an ugly mess - less said the better.)
The SWO district was just beginning to pull it together when the Fire Map came out. | know QDF quickly realized the
egg-on-face with the Fire Map issuance. The Governor's Office (either purposely or by accident) put ODF into the role of
"bad-guy" in that situation. The big fires and the professional manner (as always) that ODF handled them partially put
things back into balance BUT also should alert ODF to the potential harm of how the map might blow-up again in the
future. ODF is on shaky ground, so I'd advise you move with caution going into the rule planning cycle ... and note you
WILL be working with a new governor. Watch your 6.

SUGGESTIONS:

a.) When you return to the map at a future date tweak the presentation AS A GUIDELINE/ADVISORY. Also try (mightily
and in every possible way) to show QDF less of the regulatory agency. At least minimize. (It was bad enough when the
pot growers were taking shooting at ODF rigs in the 80's; do you want them shooting at the patrol rigs? | don't!)

1
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: tom madison < . >
Sent: Tuesday, September 13, 2022 7:16 PM

To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Subject: Forest Practices Act rule revisions

Dear Chair Kelly,

| wouldn't support anything either Oregon's or Portland's government would recommend. | came to Qregon in 1989,
when society was in a balance. Twenty three years later....defund the police? legalize controlled substances? caravans
of homeless people infringing on our neighborhoods, expecting our children to understand transgender transitions,
ignoring graffiti, litter, human waste.... unbelievable. And our leaders continue to direct our well-being and sanity slide
into the abyss. Most of our state and federal monies go into projects in Portland, while the rest of the rural population
struggles for jobs, education and health care. | wouldn't trust our Forestry department to improve or govern the land
which lies in the hands of private citizens. Qur forestry service doesn't investigate the cause of so many fires on public
land, and if they happen to uncover the person that caused the fire, they don't ID this person nor punish them (Eagle
Creek). Leave the landowners alone. They have a vested interest in the resources that own.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the rulemaking process for the Oregon Private Forest Accord. | urge the
Board of Forestry to approve the draft administrative rules presented to the Board on August 24, 2022, in order to align
the Forest Practices Act rules with the Private Forest Accord Report.

| support the Private Forest Accord and proposed administrative rules because the new framework will: (i) significantly
increase riparian buffers for logging near streams (whether or not fish are present), (ii) invest millions of dollars annually
in a fund to improve aquatic habitat and protect water quality, {iii) add protections against erosion of steep slopesin
logging areas, (iv) create a new system for cataloguing - and then completing - road system and fish passage
improvement projects to benefit aquatic species and water quality, and (v) establish a new adaptive management
program to better inform resource managers about resource management on private lands.

The Private Forest Accord brings much needed updates to Oregon's logging rules for private forest lands. | encourage
you to approve the rules so that we can fully implement the Private Forest Accord.

Sincerely,

tom madison
3407 SW 64th PI
Portland, OR 97221
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Charles DeMoisy <« 7 >
Sent: Friday, September 16, 2022 5:18 PM

To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Cc: Charles DeMoisy

Subject: Changes to the FPA rules

Dear People,

If it ain't broke, don't fix it. There seems to be solittle understanding that we currently
have one of the best system’s in place in the world. One that provides timber harvest for eternity.
But instead there’s a huge push to stop production, and the Feds are burning everything up with
almost no salvage (what could be billions in revenue) and not reforesting (creating poor future
forests, increased fire danger, and less carbon storage).

Looks like a lot of extra work for foresters and Small Forestland Owners.
Regs on reports for logging road upkeep and maintenance or restrictions
on streams running through a property.

Owners don't need big government help farming our forests. We know how to care for and
harvest trees, then replant after the trees are cut. More regulation developed by government
bureaucrats is not going to help us do our job better. And we know how to keep ourland and
streams safe. Restricting logging with over-regulating Small Forestland Owners will only make it
more difficult to turn a profit with farm forests. Restrictions and more regulation will not mitigate
fire danger but make it worse.

This entire document is a huge mistake and should be thrown out. We're good with what we
have.

Charles DeMoisy
Glide OR Landowner
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Thomas Lancefield <

Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2022 12:13 PM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Ce: Thomas Lancefield

Subject: Comment on Private Forest Accord Proposed Rules

Hello - My family has an approximately 4-acre woodlot in one corner of our farm in Yamhill County. The
woodlot is managed with periodic thinning harvests in mind, but also for wildlife habitat. It was replanted in
Douglas Fir 30 years ago, after a clearcut. We had a first commercial thinning two years ago, which generated
a small positive return, $700 after expenses. Qur woodlot is adjacent to a large, Type F (fishbearing) stream on
two sides.

Under the proposed new rules, the riparian buffer strip for our timber stand would increase from 100 feet to
110 feet. When the woodlot was clearcut 30 years ago, the width of the no-harvest buffer strip was 50 feet. |
didn't particularly appreciate the expansion to 100 feet, which encroached on our timber stand, and 110 feet
is just a little worse. Maybe there was a good reason to expand the buffer to 100 feet; | love amphibians and
other wildlife, but I'm no ecologist, so | lack solid criteria for judging.

| am struck by the seeming arbitrariness of the buffer strip rules, current and proposed. The large stream
bordering our property has more-or-less permanent log jams interspersed along its length, and each winter
sees lots of driftwood logs carried downstream (we're at about 200 feet elevation). | like coarse woody debris
in the riparian zone, for habitat values. But some of it is at risk of being washed downstream in winter high
water events. In a more perfect world, buffer strip widths might be determined for each land parcel based on
evaluation by knowledgeable forester-ecologists, rather than laid down in a fairly arbitrary fashion. | recognize
that such an 'ideal' scenario would require staffing levels in ODF that are not realistic.

You may appreciate my feelings a little better if | share that in the second summer after re-planting 30 years
ago, | carried buckets of water to all 1,000-plus fir seedlings, twice, to avoid the sort of 30% die-off we
experienced in the first summer. Plus hoeing 18 inches around each seedling to prevent girdling by voles.

The effort to forestall repeated battles over initiative measures on forest management is a worthy one.
Initiative measures often include even less reascnable rules.

Thank you.

Tom Lancefield
part-owner, Lancefield Farm Co.
Amity, Oregon
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Lance Morgan - >
Sent: Friday, September 23, 2022 3:24 PM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: new rules

I would like to make some comments on the some of the new rules from the Private Forest Accord that will be
implemented as the new Oregon Forest Practices rules. | will be focusing on the stream rules since that is the only
segment | have had time to read. And the rest of the rules will not be implemented until a later date.

| will start by addressing the idea of only having 2 geographic areas for the entire state. The only reason to do such a
thing would be to make the process easier for the authors and to speed up the process so the governor can claim it as a
feather in her cap before she leaves office. The forest | manage is on the southern Oregon coast. Most of which is less
than 10 miles from the ocean. The highest point in that forest is about 500’ above sea level. To think this should be
lumped in with the west side of the Cascade mountains and the inland valleys is ludicrous. And to not consult with all
your ODF stewardship foresters that have on the ground experience says it all. You don’t care about what is really
happening on the ground.

We have devastating winds that can exceed 100mph. Rain that can reach 80” annually. Soft loamy soils. The buffers that
are in the new rules are ridiculous to say the least for this type of terrain near the coast. Even with the buffers we have
been applying for the last several years we have had complaints from ODFW and South Slough Reserve about the
amount of sediment that enters streams from uprooted trees near the stream. And that was maybe ten trees. Do the
authors have any idea how much sediment will enter the streams near the Oregon coast when we are leaving thousands
of trees as buffers along not only fish bearing streams but also the soon to be required perennials.

| have included three photos below to demonstrate. There is no good way to photograph the devastation, but | have
done the best | could. The first one is the entire 1000’ buffer strip. It originally had 66 buffer trees with 134 sqft of basal
area. There are maybe half at best left. This is relatively new and hasn’t had a catastrophic wind even yet.

The second pictures buffer is in the foreground. There were originally 154 buffer strip trees left in the 1000’ buffer.
There are maybe 20 of them left standing. That buffer was only 25’ wide. We sometimes have very dense stands clear
down to the water edge.

The last picture is a of a stand logged 8 years ago. There were 66 buffer trees on the right side of the 600" creek buffer
with 134 sqft of basal area. There maybe 5 of them left standing. Can you imagine the devastation when the new buffers
are in place? And the sediment that will enter the streams? On the coast there can be a lot of perennials that can flow
almost to the ridge tops since it is such a short distance. You think those buffers are going to survive a wind storm? Even
the fish buffers are sometimes only 100’ in elevation below the ridge tops. Pretty short sighted thinking by the authors.
The fact that these rules were made in secret, the real words the governors press release should of said instead of “met
guietly”, is beyond comment. This is a taking of land base plain and simple. If the authors and the government want to
go ahead with this taking its time to pay up. Not just once, but every harvest rotation the land owner decides on. And let
them implement the new rules on their lands only. This will most likely cost the people of Coos County a million dollars a
year if not more from the Coos County Forest. That is not only the timber dollars lost, but the extra staff it is going to
take to implement this boondoggle of a documents rules. This is one of the poorest counties in Oregon. We cannot
afford this.

| could go on and on and write a book about the flaws of this document, but why. You most likely are going to shove it
through. You are just going through the legal process. You are screwing over the small landowner and trying to appease
him by throwing him a bone, small public forests who didn’t have a seat at the table and stand to lose the most, and
everyone else that wasn’t represented. You screwed up. Admit it and start over.

Lance Morgan

Coos County Forester
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Eric Farm < >
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2022 4:59 PM
To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Subject: PFA Comments

Good afternoon,

My name is Eric Farm and I'm a consulting forester based in Coos County. | have four items that | think need to be
looked at prior to the final rules going into effect.

1. Covered Lands Agreement: Tribes in Oregon own land both in Trust and in Fee. The lands in trust have their own
forest management plans approved by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. The lands they own in fee have been
historically subject to the forest practices act. The author’s report states that the PFA doesn’t apply to “Land
held by an Indian Tribe”, so | wonder what version of the forest practices act will their fee ownership be
regulated against? Will their fee lands be subject to the 2018 version of the FPA?

2. Creating the SFOAO within ODF and staffing it with close to 20 foresters seems to be in direct competition with
local consulting foresters. Small landowner assistance is a cornerstone to my business and if the state is going to
provide this scale of assistance free of charge, it could put me and my three employees out of business. |
propose that rather than hire more state employees to staff the SFOAQ, that instead the ODF partner with local
consulting foresters to provide this service to small woodland owners. The NRCS Technical Service provider
model could work well. Payment is made either to the landowner to hire a consultant or the state pays the
consultant directly. Either way, state is not burdened with additional full time employees and doesn’t have to try
to hire experienced foresters to provide this service in a very difficult labor market.

3. 629-607-0400: This rule requires an SFO to provide an appraisal and documentation of stumpage values as part
of the tax credit process. No sideboard were provided on what constitutes a valid timber appraisal. Performing
timber appraisals that are unbiased and independent requires experience and sound methodology. | would
recommend that this rule be revised to require an appraisal produced by a professional consulting forester
{preferably an accredited Full Member of the Association of Consulting Foresters). This will ensure that
appraisals produced by this rule are fair to both small landowners and the state.

4. The definition of a “Parcel” needs to be explained a little more clearly. SFOs need to understand what is actually
being asked for when the road condition report for the entire parcel is required. In many cases this may require
an assessment of the entire ownership prior to the first harvest. This could be a challenge for landowners at the
upper end of the acreage criteria.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to this rulemaking.
Respectfully,

Eric Farm, PE, ACF
Farm Unlimited
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Dick Beers <

Sent: Tuesday, Septemper 27, 2022 11:33 PM
To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: new taking rules

Rehashing the same territory and story
DICK BEERS

2185 Carmel Ave

Eugene, Oregon 97401

Descendant of Lane County Homesteader of 1895 on Indian Creek in WWestern Lane County, Oregon.
September 27, 2022

Gentlemen

| have reviewed the forest practices acts on acts and have concluded that the new revision and
definition is a deed restriction which was not in the prescript deed on the property under the
Homestead Act of 1895. The US Government controlled the land and the transfer of land to Oregon
should be reviewed as to the authorization of control by the counties and states. In 1940 a logging
permit was issued for the assurance of fire safety and nothing more. Review permits issued in the
early logging permitted days. In the Last 20 years the land has been restricted to the degree, that the
land of forest is sacred and only good for restricted viewing. | want the entire forest accord thrown out
and the land rights reverted to the deeded owner. What small landowner can take the patience and
read through 100 pages of gobbler gook definitions and restrictions and know the rights left of the
deeded property owner. Definitions on definitions, lines drawn through words and changed each
week at the whim of a degreed expert, who has never talked to the private landowner or even know
about the personal forest land and feelings of the deeded owner. Government and environmentalists
are always right and know best for the simpleton property owner. The ignorant poor owner needs his
government daddy and environmental mother to tell them their property really isn't theirs but can still
pay the tax and any other cost seen fit by big brother. The nontax believers say all trees, water, dirt
fish, birds, bugs, plants and any imagined something are under the control of the big and better
sacred leader. The owner must worship and bow to all persons feeling the right to someone else’s
forest legal property and all accoutrements.

Having read through the new specifications, there is no recourse for the owner. Violations are spelled
out to the nth degree. Restrictions are vocabularied to unheard of words that relate to forestry or
trees. Land is no longer yours if you have any type of moisture on the property. This is a taking of
property rights, property access and the right quiet enjoyment by the property owner. Again, this is an
illegal taking and should and will be addressed by the supreme court of the United States. The forest
landowner in dire threat by a hundred-page document regarding the ownership of forest property.
Why is this?

Case in fact of history. Indian Creek was homesteaded in the late 1880s and all frees along the
approximately 18 miles of creek and land were cut right down to the creek edge for farming and

1

Agenda Iltem 1
Attachment 3
Page 92 of 167



Agenda Iltem 1
Attachment 3
Page 93 of 167



APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Dave & Dianne Rankin < >
Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2022 3:17 PM

To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Subject: Private Forest Accord

To Whom It May Concern:

We have been trying to decipher the effect the new rules that will be instituted under the PFA will
have on our property. There is not enough time in the day, week, month, year to come to a complete
understanding. All we are convinced of is that the new rules will severely restrict any future harvest
that might take place due to increased stream retention zones and proposed slope protections. The
proposed changes are supposed to insure protection of endangered species, in particular, salmon.
Let us say that having withessed many efforts to improve the return of salmon to the Siuslaw River
the general effect has been disappointing. Case in point: there is no fishing for salmon on the Siuslaw
River this year. The efforts to save the salmon, while noble, are what we refer to as "faith based
environmentalism." All the efforts seem to be based on faith that what is being done will have a
beneficial outcome. That outcome is yet to be seen.

Our management plan is to complete a clear-cut harvest for stand improvement on a parcel that is not
well stocked with merchantable timber. A former ODF Forester described this area as a “decrepit
woodland.” Our goal is to achieve a stand that will, in a 40 to 60 year harvest rotation, become a
forest that would contribute to Oregon’s economy. So now we two small woodland owners, who are
not some wild eyed land and environment destroyers, must contend with a new set of rules that make
owning and caring for our land as we had previously planned an exercise in futility. The new rules will
restrict our ability to responsibly harvest the “decrepit woodland’s” timber products and establish a
stand that in a 40 to 60 year harvest rotation would be managed as a healthy commercial tree farm. It
becomes apparent that we might just as well forget considering a harvest under the proposed rules.
The proposed rules would preclude a harvest that could achieve our best laid management plans and
goals for a healthy commercial tree farm, the best land usage for Oregon’s coastal prime Douglas fir
growing environment. In attempting to understand the effect the rules will have for us, we come to the
conclusion that we should immediately prepare for a major clear-cut on this parcel. This choice is not
what we had in mind for Rankin Woodlands.

Rankin Woodlands has another parcel, approximately 60 acres of property formerly owned by others,
that was clear-cut in 1989 and replanted in 1991. This acreage abuts both a freshwater wetland and
an estuary which we assume would severely limit the extent of possible harvest due to increased
riparian zone retention rules. Doing a little arithmetic one sees that the trees have been growing for
31 years. We see many truckloads of this age timber going down the road to mills that prefer the
small diameter timber. While we would like to keep this timber in a 40 to 60 year harvest rotation, it
again seems appropriate to seriously consider harvesting this timber. Not exactly what we had in
mind.

These choices and consequences are forced upon us by the proposed new rules. In light of this
reality, we believe the process of adopting these new rules should not take place until a complete and

1
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Russ and Linda Glascock < ~

Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2022 4:33 PM

To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Subject: Oregon Forest Accord Rule Making Committee comments 2.0

These are comments directed to the Oregon Forest Accord rule making committee.

| am Russ Glascock, from Lincoln County. | own 100 acres of trees that we planted along the Yaquina river. 10 acres were
planted by my family in 1977. | have thinned those acres twice, and the stand is shading the river and providing wildlife
habitat. In 2000, | planted multiple species on 90 acres up to the first bench along the river. The current Oregon Forest
Practice Act allows thinning within 100 feet of the fish stream. | dispute that occasional thinning in riparian areas harms
fish. To the contrary, the thinning helps the leave trees to grow faster and taller, providing shade to the river faster.
Thinned forests also provide wildlife habitat. And the thinnings provide income for my retirement. | request the Oregon
Forest Accord rule making committee to exempt small forest land owners from the no cut buffer rules, instead revert to
the existing Forest Practice Act rules.

My tree farm suffered from a fire about 15 years ago. | remember driving home from my job as a timber cruiser and
seeing smoke from the general direction of my house. As | came upon aroad closed ahead sign, | started to drive a little
faster. Fire trucks on your property are not what you want to see when you get home. | was thankful that the Toledo
Oregon Department of Forestry was on the scene and put down the flames that burnt 66 of my douglas fir plantation. |
harvested those trees, cutting out the burnt trunks.

The reason for this story is to ask the committee to give small timber land owners the right to fight fires in the timber in
riparian areas and clean up after the fire. The 66 trees | lost to fire were a stones throw from the riparian area.

Having lived through the 1962 Columbus day storm - “Criginally named Typhoon Freda by meteorologists and called the
Big Blow by many, it may have been the most powerful extratropical cyclone ever to hit the western United States. It
had the force of a category 3 hurricane” - a large tree hit our garage, and | learned about firewood at age 7 during the
cleanup. Many wind, snow and ice storms have come since.

| request that the committee give small forest land owners an exemption of the stream buffer rules to clean up timber
affected by fire, floods, wind storms, snow storms and ice storms. The occasional cleanup will have no negative impact
to fish.

Russ
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Charles DeMoisy < >
Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2022 5:50 PM
To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Cc: Charles DeMoisy

Subject: Changes to FPA rules

Dear people,

After listening to the hearing today, Sep 28th at 4 PM, I've come to the
conclusion this entire process to change the rules was a sham. The
hearing started out with environmentalist and conservationist
representatives stating their absolute support for the new rules. These
folks obviously were stooges, requested in advance to attend and
support the new rule changes. They wrote the rules. They read from
prepared scripts spewing words of support for a mountain of changes
supporting streams, road improvements, fish, salamanders, birds and
bees.

Only at the end do we hear from a small forest landowner, Mr Hennings,
who like me, was never notified of the senate bills or need for changes to
the FPA rules. One question... were any small forestland owners asked to
participate in the draft rule-making process? This is like asking the
Democrats or Republicans in congress to pass bills unilaterally in a
partisan way without working across the aisle.

Why have these hearings? SB 1501 and 1502 passed. The draft is
complete and now ready to sign. That's when you bring it up for public
comment? Do you really think you will make any changes to the bill now?

So here is what you will get a few years from now as a result of these
burdensome rule changes: Lumber prices will double or triple or worse

yet, you won't be able to get lumber at all to build your houses as many
1
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large amounts of tax credits effectively reducing revenue return to the State of Oregon. In all
likelihood these credits could disappear during some future Legislative Session.

Furthermore, it is not clear to me how or whom calculates the tax credits and who approves.

Similarly, Senate Bill 100 creating the current Forest Practices Rules in the early 1970's
included language compensating takings to which I have no knowledge of anything ever being paid.

No landowner should ever have government restrictions placed over their personal
belongings to the level of severity as proposed to be placed over my family property.

Certainly, I consider myself, a Professional Consulting Forester, to be a good steward of my
land and the lands I have been involved while advising other private landowners, but these types of
radical Forest Practice Act changes causes us to complete activities that we would otherwise never
consider. It bothers me that in all likelihood large numbers of private family landowners have no clue
what is happening to them because of improper representation. These locked up acres likely will
become over time accumulations of dead and dying material leading to potentially devastating
wildfires to which my and other landowner remaining acres could be more heavily impacted.

Granted, family forest land owners had representation in the coalition leading to the Private
Forest Accord legislation. Our vote was one (1) out of twenty-five (25) on that coalition. No wonder
family ownerships were impacted heavily. Even industry had no significant vote having e¢leven (11}
votes compared to thirteen (13) NGO votes. On top of that, all discussions were held in secrecy.

The argument heard often is that science is the driver. Well, over the years large amounts of
science has been presented that directly disputes scientific interpretations used to formulate these
rules. I witnessed presentations of much of that science by reputable forest researchers during the
SSBT hearings roughly 6 years ago. Next to no presented applicable science was applied even then.

[t disturbs me that those having the most to loose had the fewest votes. Families for example
own the majority of timberland acres in Oregon compared to other owners and our representation
had a minuscule one (1) vote. Should these kinds of regulations being implemented continually
impact stake holders, it would be time for all Oregonians to monetarily be impacted not just those
of us that have a lifetime invested in growing and improving our asset.

[ encourage the Oregon Board of Forestry to rethink this issue. Please understand my
concern that private family forest landowners were not properly represented during this process, and
that we are the landowner group that could in all likelihood be affected to the greatest degree.

L, furthermore, encourage the Oregon Board of Forestry to abandon thoughts of implementing

the Private Forest Accord Legislation. But, instead please return to the legislature and ask them to
review this proposal in more depth and develop a more fair outcome.

I am in full support of protecting the landscape to include fisheries, but this Private Forest
Accord goes way to far overboard.
Sincerely.

//_/ e/
it i
Richard W. Courter, ACF, CF

Protessional Consulting Forester
Orcgon Family Forest Owner

1600 N.W. Skylinc Blvd. Porlland, Orcgon 97229 (5 03) 297-1660
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: CLEMENTS Paul R * ODF

Sent: Friday, September 30, 2022 11:54 AM
To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF
Subject: FW: comments - 9/22 virtual mtg
From: svaughtl@juno.com < >

Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2022 8:54 PM
To: CLEMENTS Paul R * ODF <Paul.R.CLEMENTS@odf.oregon.gov>
Subject: comments - 9/22 virtual mtg

Paul --

| feel the 9/22 meeting was well done by all ODF people involved -- please share my comments with your co-workers. In
my opinion you are all working under very tight deadlines to implement a complicated [and costly] forest regulatory
regime [Private Forest Accord]. In my opinion / observation:

»  ODF probably had very little input into the PFA as it was being crafted [behind closed doors].

s The PFA may be an expensive, bureaucratic solution to an ideological conflict [only time will tell].

+ The PFA s a solution in search of a [non-existent] significant and demonstrable environmental problem.

s The SFO community was not equitably represented during PFA "negotiations" [OSWA accounts for small
percentage of that community]; many in the SFO community [outside of OSWA] have not yet heard of the PFA,
much less have any idea what it is.

s The SFO incentive tax credit with its "deed restriction" may actually be more of a dis-incentive to many SFO's.
The SFO incentive mechanism appears to be complicated [both for the SFO and ODF] and the complexity by
itself, is a disincentive. That along with the deed restriction will likely be a non-starter for many SFO's.

Thanks for the opportunity to give comments.
Steve Vaught
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9/28/2022

To: Oregon Board of Forestry
RE: Private Forestty Accord (PFA)

I am a small forest landowner with 160ac in Lane Co. and 40ac in Baker Co with 160ac. parcel
enrolled in the American Tree Farm System. I have been actively involved in forestry and agriculture
my entire adult life. I started planting trees when [ was 13 years old as part of restoration the “Big
Cow” burn on the Malheur National Forest in 1963 with my father who was a tree planting contractor
at the time. I continued working in forestry projects and paid my way through college at Oregon State
University graduating with two degrees — Forest Engineering and Forest Management. After college 1
worked for several timber companies in salaried positions, and later as a timber faller, and as a logging
and biomass thinning contractor. I've worked on a number different land ownerships, both public and
private, in both Oregon and California and have witnessed substantial changes in forest management
rules and regulations. Since 2009 I have worked as a voluntary tree farm inspector for the American
Tree Farm System trying to assist other small forest landowners meet the goals of sound forestland
stewardship

T always dreamed of owning my own tree farm and was able to acquire 160 acres of cutover
land in Lane Co. in 1989. After more than thirty years of management I've developed a substantial
stand of timber. This did not happen by accident. I have clear cut a total of 6 ac. of the 160 ac. in more
than 33 years of ownership and have consistently worked to improve my property. I've limited
harvesting activities to periods when soil moisture content is low, thinned overstocked stands,
identified areas with disease problems, worked at controlling invasive species and modified road
systems to benefit fish passage.. I purchased a portable sawmill to utilize forest products that local
companies can't utilize. Until very recently I left my property open for other people to use until theft of
my first portable mill made that unfeasible. All that being said, I have felt a commitment to manage
my property with the idea in mind that future generations should benefit from the productivity of the
land.

Tt came as a shock to me and many other small landowners when the PFA was announced Oct.
31. It was stated that small landowners had representation during the talks when in fact almost no
small woodland owners were aware of the talks underway. I've been told that participants of the
discussions were sworn to secrecy. As a member of OSWA at the time I was not told that Jim James
was to be representing my interests. Further OSWA represents only a portion of the private forestland
owners and none of the forestland ownerships of less than 10 acres. Rules proposed under the PFA
were adopted by reference as law without public input and I have been informed by ODF that they will
not be modified as a result of public comment. That and the fact that most owners of very small
parcels are not even aware that they will be impacted may be why there has been so little participation
during the so called public comment zoom meetings.

The total no-cut rules of the PFA riparian setbacks without “just compensation™ feels as bad to
me as the theft of my sawmill. From what I have witnessed over my lifetime, these total no-cut rules
are not necessary to provide habitat for aquatic species except in wetlands. Compared to timber harvest
of fifty vears ago, when fish populations remained high, today's practices are remarkably improved.
Rules put in place less than ten years ago which allowed limited harvest in riparian protection areas
were adequate and have not been given time to show the long term benefits that will result from their
implementation. Further, there are a number of factors which have caused much greater impacts on
fish populations (offshore commercial fishing, changes in predation from other species, pollutant runoff
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01521 Winchuck River Road
Brookings, Oregon 97415
September 29, 2022

To Oregon Board of Forestry,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed Forest Practices Act administrative rules
resulting from Senate Bills 1501 and 1502.

My family owns 235 acres of forestland on both sides of % mile of the Winchuck River in Southern
Oregon. In addition to the river, two streams are designated SSBT. The bench land is rich in water
resources with at least 14 additional streams that will be affected by the proposed rule changes. Using
the minimum option for harvesting, the changes would expand the RMA on the property to 31.4 acres.

My family has lived here for 71 years. \We have carried out limited conservative timber harvests. As a
result of these proposed rule changes we will prioritize harvests in the areas that will be affected by
the change in the riparian area prior to the date the rules become effective.

| appreciate the effort to make accommodations for small woodland owners. A stated goal is to
“Minimize the number of land-use conversions of timberlands to other uses.” For us, the only choice
may be to convert the land to other uses. Many of the rule changes will make it more difficult for us to
meet the requirements without employing a professional forester, increasing the price of operations.

629-607-000 Purpose and Goals #5 indicates that the “department will work to develop a process
prior to July 1, 2023, to address the significantly disproportionate impacts on small forestland owners
of modest means who are highly dependent on revenue from locations with highly dense
concentrations of streams by the Forest Practice Administrative Rules.” The process to address the
impacts should be in place by effective date.

Given the fickle nature of politicians and the public, | am concerned that future state funding may not
be adequate for the changes these rules require. There are no guarantees that woodland owners
won't be charged increased fees to meet the costs of expanded administrative structures and staffing.

As a member of OSWA, | have followed the process from MOU to PFA to the current proposed rules.
The purpose and goals of the Forest Practice Act haven’t changed significantly in the proposed new
rules. From the beginning, no scientific evidence has been presented to show that the proposed
overhaul will better protect Oregon streams. Making changes because a portion of the population
feels our forestry rules are too weak is not an adequate reason to make these changes.

My experience of small woodland owners in Oregon is that they are a dedicated group of people who
protect and enjoy clean waters and the wildlife that thrives in the riparian areas. In the 20 years | have
been managing this piece of property, regulations have continued to restrict our harvests. In my 70+
years on this land, | have watched the density of the forest surrounding the streams increase and the
fish population decrease. Since the 1960’s there has been limited timber harvest in the Winchuck
River drainage. The homeless live on the river bars in the forest, polluting them with garbage and
human waste. The USFS doesn’t maintain their roads or lands. Vehicles carrying yard debris and
garbage pass my house regularly, dumping the load in the forest. There is no oversight of existing
septic systems along the river. No amount of regulations on forest land owners (large or small) will
make a difference if the whole of the problem continues to be ignored.

Sincerely,

Cilde Grover
Operations Member — Grover Timberlands, LLC
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Aol Il < >
Sent: Friday, September 30, 2022 6:25 PM
To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF
Subject: PFA

Attachments: PFA Testimony Figures 9-30-22 pdf

To whom it may concern:

Overall we are concerned about the PFA. ¥We and many others were not included in the process which was conducted
behind closed doors. We were not represented. OSWA does not represent us.

We own forest land in Hood River County where we manage this land ourselves, which means management activities as
well as hands on work. We precommercial thin, do brush conversion, fuel reduction, felling, skidding and loading
ourselves with our own equipment. We have for 50 years operated under the Individual Tree Selection method brought to
us by Richard and Mark Smith of VWoodland Management. We do not clear cut. Historically we have principally only
salvaged logged, removing dead, down and dying trees while they are still merchantable.

The new stream buffers will harm our ability to pay for taxes, insurance, wildfire mitigation work and reforestation work.
The narrative around stream protection does not take into account our practices. The "science" in no way supports the
buffers to be No Cut buffers. Our logging methodology is not represented in the considerations. Limited removal of dead,
dying, blow down trees, for example on a Medium Fish Stream between 30 and 70 feet from stream will not alter stream
shading or stream tree recruitment. See Figure 1.

We measured standing volume on 5 tenth acre plots along the stream channel. Volume averaged 34 MBF per acre, 170
trees per acre average. We calculated that it would take a stream buffer of 28 ft to achieve the current 140 sq ft of basal
area per 1000 feet of stream side. This means that currently we could cut all of the timber in the area outside of 28 ft.
According to the new rules for SFO's we will not be allowed to cut from the 28 ft to 70 ft area along Medium Fish Streams.
This means a loss of gross revenue of $116,000 on this one stream area.

If we cut a limited amount in the area from 28 ft to 70 ft as shown by the X marked trees in Figure 2. it would be
impossible to find a significant statistical effect on stream temperature, wildlife habitat, or tree recruitment. There is no
science on this experimental design. It is likely that up to 20% of the timber volume could be removed every ten years
without effect as long as roads and skid trails were done properly. So why the current rules?

If we consider the Standard buffer area, that doubles the area of protection when compared to the SFO area if we use the
30 f (28 ft-140 sq ft basal area) protected buffer. The loss of gross revenue then is $233,000.

How do SFO's recover any of this value? If an SFOC chooses to do the Standard option, the SFO' must cut an area
adjacent to and equal in size to the area they want to claim a credit on. To obtain all of the permanently lost value the
SFO must clear cut. So we are incentivizing clear cutting. Seems like not the goal. And we don't clear cut so we are forced
to make a full donation of all of this value.

There are SFO's where almost all of the timbered property is along a stream. This will be an extreme hardship on them
and in cases will result in families losing their land.

In our case will not be able to recover thousands and thousands of dollars of timber we have responsibly grown and paid
taxes on for 100 years. We have counted on this value to pay expenses to keep the land in our family.

There needs to be a tax credit that helps families recover the value lost in the areas similar to our example above. Timber
owners are subsidizing and unproven public value.

Mike McCarthy
China Hill Farm
541 806-6476
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: NANCY HATHAWAY - . . >
Sent: Friday, September 30, 2022 7:36 PM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: thoughts on sb 1501

Re: sb1501

Dear lawmakers,

You have passed this discriminatory bill against timber growers. But you have some facts wrong.
1. The correct term for “environmentalists” is “anti-forestry activists.” Fisher persons want 100’ either side of a stream on my property so
they can kill more fish. Everybody wants something for free. No science has proved that 100’ feet adjacent to a stream will provide
more fish. It hasn't happened in California or anywhere else. And | doubt it ever will with population increasing every day.

2. Accord is another term you have wrong. Forest owners were blackmailed into agreeing. When threatened with multi-million dollar initiative
petitions and anti-timber advertising, you would agree to sign most anything.

Reminds me of the Golden Rule! Whoever has the gold, makes the rules!

3. Why do you feel that Oregon should follow California and Washington rules? California is a failed state and Washington isn't far behind. I've
always felt that Oregonians figured things out based on science and common sense. Notice that we Oregonians aren't flocking to California.

4.1 am a small woodland owner and member of Oregon Small Woodlands Association. VWe've had members drop their membership due to the
onerous rules imbedded in the FPA and our participation in its development.

5. Conservationist??? The only things they want to conserve is somebody else’s property.
| am the environmentalist and conservationist, always working in the woods to improve forest health, clean water, carbon sequestration, and
wildlife habitat.

6. And, we're going to be monitored for compliance!! With one person in ODF to help approximately 70,000 forest landowners. Wow!

The idea of an Accord was good, but threatening timber owners with millionaire-backed never-ending regulation and initiative petitions doesn't
leave us with a win-win feeling.

Thank you,
Nancy Hathaway
Corvallis, Oregon
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Kathleen Flannigan < > >
Sent: Friday, September 30, 2022 8:19 PM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: Forest Accord Comments

Hello,

| am a small woodland owner and | do greatly appreciate the recognition of the differences
between small woodland owners and large industrial owners. The efforts made to address
some of the challenges the private Forest accord changes will have on the small woodland
community is commendable. That said, | do have some concerns.

¢ Like many small woodland owners, | have a regular job and being asked to review,
understand, figure out all the ways this will impact my property, and make meaningful
comments on this level of change, in the time frame allowed, is not realistic.

® There doesn’t seem to be anyone to help a person understanding the proposed rules or
their impacts as the stewardship foresters don’t know the answers and have yet to

receive any training on them.

e |t is difficult to comment on programs that are not yet developed. Funding the AMPC,

IRST, their work and the additional employees is covered by saying, the state forester,
cooperators and legislature will work to secure funding. There is also no budget or

budget projections | am aware of. Is this going to increase the harvest tax to the point

you can’t harvest at a profit?

e Who and how is the disproportionate impact to a small woodland owner derived. Who

and how will the determination of modest means that are highly dependent on the

revenue calculated.

| bought my property with the plan to help supplement my retirement and because | enjoy
forestry and looking after and improving a piece of land. My biggest concern is that these
changes will take my ability to harvest at a profit and/or devalue my land. Will | be required to
hire engineers, geologists, hydrologists, biologists, and professional foresters to do any work on
my property. That may not be the intent, but | think back to the 1994 NW Forest Plan. Part of
the deal was that harvest would be reduced 80% from the traditional cut and there would be a
steady and predictable supply of wood from the federal lands. All the restrictions were
implemented but the government produced less than half of the 20% of board footage for at
least the 15 or so years of the agreement.

There are people that will cherry pick or misuse science to meet their objectives. There is an
often quoted, peer reviewed study that suggests that wood loses 2% of its carbon each year so
wood over 50 years old doesn’t sequester any carbon. | have seen wood much older burn and
can assure you it is full of carbon. If wood can’t hold carbon for more than 50 years a 300-year-old
tree would have 250 years of growth without any carbon in it with the last 50 years decreasing
from full carbon to 2%.

Using the best science we have is the right thing to do but history shows that some of the best
science is wrong, for example it wasn't long ago that we were removing woody material from
streams to help fish passage. Much more of our understanding is incomplete. The tailed tree
frog in Washington was believed to be old growth dependent. After Mt St Helens wipe out a

bunch of old growth the frog’s numbers increased. Turns out the pollywog food supply does
better in streams with good sun. Not what one would expect but nature doesn’t care about what
we think. A lot is made of sediment delivery to streams but | think some sediment delivery has
always happened and is good. A lot of organisms from lampreys to bacteria live in the muck,

1
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Greg Peterson < : >
Sent: Friday, September 30, 2022 11:23 PM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Cc: Nancy Hathaway

Subject: comment on PFA

COMMENT ON PFA

Background

I’m a small woodland owner, retired from a five decade career in environmental engineering. | have tended my 60 acres of
forestland for 25+ years, anticipating that | would be able to conduct a harvest and supplement my limited fixed income and perhaps
help put my grandson through college. Unfortunately, we are now overwhelmed by 40 year high inflation rate and basic needs are
becoming out of reach, so every $ counts more than ever before. Two years ago, |t came as a great shock that the government
wanted a PFA “take” amounting to 15% of my property, by restricting harvest areas and adding further access restrictions. This
“take” did not reduce my property taxes or obligation to manage fire risks, and only reduced the harvest area. With the emergence
of PFA, the viability of my 60 acre investment suddenly changed and became in serious jeopardy.

Environmentalists vs. Forest Industry

For decades, the environmental lobby and Democrat officials have incessantly tried to limit the viability of Oregon’s forest industry.
In 2019, they gathered sufficient financial backing to threaten that unless forest owners succumbed to their demands, they would
start an endless series of ballot initiatives to entirely shutter forestry in Oregon. Even the large timber companies could not afford
such a sustained fight, and small landowners were unable to support such a contest, but were caught up in an unprecedented tidal
wave of politically-directed money thrown against them.

The forest industry has a long history of boom and bust cycles, and during 2020/2021, a period when lumber prices were at all-time
highs, the Environmentalists saw an opportunity and began pushing the PFA-concept hard. They claimed that industry was making
so much money that greed shouldn’t get in the way of “protecting the environment”, even though it was only 14 months since prices
bottomed at the lowest level in a decade. There’s never been any evidence of forestry causing any environmental harm. The
environmentalists acted as if forest landowners had endless funds and that an average 8% take of property wouldn’t affect the
viability of forest ownership and stewardship.

Today, lumber prices are only 30% of their May 2021 high, and at these prices, PFA’s financial burden becomes even more apparent.
The WSJ forecasts that as interest rates rise, lumber prices will continue to fall for the foreseeable future (Ref; Lumber Prices Fall
Back to Around Their Pre-Covid Levels, WSJ Sept 27, 2022).

The PFA was forced on forest landowners by coercive tactics by environmentalists, the Governor’s overwhelming political pressure,
and strong-arm tactics by NOAA These heavy-handed political tactics reduce the area available for harvest, greatly increase
government’s control of daily operations, require detailed mapping and stream computer simulation, and significantly increase
reporting.

NOAA's involvement was particularly egregious, since they came with a predetermined list of wants, which included mandatory
minimum riparian widths, with no scientific basis or justification to support them. They showed no interest in various Oregon studies
showing that the existing stream buffer widths were adequate to protect fish and enhance spawning They looked at ODF’s 2019
Ripstream study, which a peer review debunked in many areas, including the fact that it only gathering 17% of the required
minimum data set, failed to have a local weather stations, and many other significant deficiencies. They paid no heed to the three
independent paired watershed studies that rigorous gathered full data sets, and were thoroughly peer reviewed. These studies all
concluded that the existing riparian buffers were adequate to limit temperature change and significantly increased fish populations.

As Steve Vaught, retired ODF forester told me recently, “PFA is essentially the faederalization of forestry”

Small forest owners are caught up in the “federalization of forestry”
1
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: william conklin <team@speak4.co>
Sent: Thursday, September 01, 2022 8:50 AM
To: ODF_DL_Board of Forestry

Subject: Support the Future of Forestry

September 01, 2022 @ 03:44pm
Support the Future of Forestry

As an Oregonian | support the draft rules for implementing the Private Forest Accord.
These rules will ensure that Oregon’s forests and timber industry remain healthy and continue to support tens of
thousands of family wage jobs in rural Oregon. The rules are a balanced approach to support both conservation and

economic viability for Oregon’s rural communities, which in turn is good for all of Qregon.

Oregonians are ready to leave behind the years of fighting and litigation that have threatened our rural communities for
decades. Please adopt the proposed rules as written and support a new era of forestry in Oregon.

Thank you.
william conklin
205 s 54 th st k springfield oregon, k,

Springfield, OR 97478

241-726-6816
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From: oregon-gov-web-services@egov.com <oregon-gov-web-services@egov.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2022 7:19 AM

To: ODF_DL_Board of Forestry <BoardofForestry@odf.oregon.gov>

Subject: Rulemaking

Name Greg Miller
Email
Subject Rulemaking

RE: Private Forestry Accord Draft Rules September 6, 2022 Dear Members of the Oregon
Board of Forestry, Respectfully, | ask you to support and adopt the draft rules as written for
implementing the Private Forestry Accord. At the end of 2019 and on into the first half of
2020, it was my honor to manage the initial project to build the foundation of the Private
Forestry Accord. As you know, Senate Bill 1602 passed during a special session of the
Legislature on June 26, 2020. It was the first step. In addition to formalizing the Private
Forest Accord, it increased drinking water protections on our private forestlands. Watching
from afar, | know all sides poured their souls through difficult compromise into Senate Bills
1501 and 1502 which Governor Brown signed into law. Before you now are the draft rules for

Comments | implementing the Private Forest Accord. The agreement and proposed rules are a product of
more than two years of negotiations among devoted Oregonians with very different
perspectives. They put aside their differences, came together, and stayed at it reaching a
historic agreement. A remarkable achievement often known as the” Oregon Way”. These
rules ensure Oregon’s forests and timber industry remain healthy and continue to support
tens of thousands of family wage jobs in rural Oregon. The rules are a balanced approach to
support both conservation values and economic viability for Oregon’s rural communities.
This is good for all Oregonians. Please adopt the proposed rules as written and support this
new era of forestry in Oregon. Thank you. Peace and blessings to you all, Greg Miller
(Forester, retired)

Submission ID: 0db3573b-b7e8-42f0-b897-a9f95a388b44

Record ID:
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: klillebo@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Karen Lillebo <klillebo@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2022 2:14 PM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: Oregon needs sustainable forests

Dear Chair Jim Kelly,

| am writing today in support of the comprehensive rule changes proposed as part of the implementation of the Private
Forest Accord and to urge you to continue to improve the state’s logging standards to better protect clean, cold water
for all Oregonians.

This is the first major upgrade to Oregon’s Forest Practices in decades and brings Oregon closer to the protections that
have been standard practice in Washington and California for years.

The Board will also be faced with rulemaking in the coming years related to post-disturbance logging. With fire an
increasing factor in forests across Oregon, it is very important that the Board ensure harmful post-fire logging practices
currently allowed under the OFPA are amended to comport with the best available science and to match the intent of
the new PFA stream buffer rules. Stricter standards will ensure that clean water and communities are protected from
harmful logging practices after wildfires.

| urge the Board to keep the pressure on the Oregon Department of Forestry to conduct the proper landowner
education and to take seriously their role as the enforcement entity charged with ensuring these rules are followed.

Thank you for your service on the Board and to Qregon.

Sincerely,
Ms. Karen Lillebo
636 NW Saginaw Ave Bend, OR97703-1122
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: tidmorek@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Kayla Tidmore <tidmorek@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2022 2:53 PM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: PFA Rules are a GO!

Dear Chair Jim Kelly,

I'll keep this short and sweet, | highly support the new PFA rules and see it as a giant step forward in preserving Qregon's
prized natural resources. We have fallen significantly behind in terms of modernizing outdated forest regulations, and
becuase of this, face dire consequences as we are on the brink of losing some of our most iconic species, salmonids
specifically. We have a long way to go in righting the wrongs of our predecessors, but, the Private Forest Accord is a step
in the right direction. | would also like to acknowledge the new jobs that are coming with this new legislation, as |
personally have just applied for a job made only possible by the PFA.

Please keep the momentum and positive change going!

Sincerely,
Ms. Kayla Tidmore
6923 N Fork Siuslaw Rd Florence, OR 97439-9261
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2022_05_09%26sponsored%3D0&amp;data=05%7C01%7CSB1501. RULEMAKING%40oregon.gov%7C2250cf88725b4 3dd
f29308da9059cd4b%7Caa3fe932fa7cd7bdalceas98cad161cf%7C0%7C0%7CE637981012616441760%7CUnknown%7CTW
FphGZsb3d8ey)WIjoiMCAwLjAwMDAILCIQljoiV2luMzliLCIBTil61klhaWwilLCIXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C% 7C%7C&amp;s
data=tfDm%2BruCV6RgVHxWfGcL6Y6QyfCBsqTV3lIcNdpgApw%3D&amp;reserved=0

Force of Nature - Soil and the Gut

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2 Fforceofnaturemeats.com%2Fblogs%2Fdefending-
meat%2Fsoil-and-the-gut-two-ecosystems-with-a-deep-
connection%3Ffbclid%3DIwAR3_oKUGZgqPHMHYNSA3BlygbQNc4UpgHB3pQMaDNZOok4drGwpgW 14DiFjdQ&amp;data=0
5%7C01%7CSB1501. RULEMAKING%400regon.gov%7C2250cf88725b43ddf29308da9059cd4b%7Caa3fe932fa/cd7hdalce
a598cad161cf%7C0%7C0%7C637981012616441760%7CUnknown%7 CTWFpbGZsb3d8ey)WljoiMCAwLjAwMDAILCIQljoiV
2luMzIiLCIBTilelklhaWwiLCIXVCIEMNn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&amp;sdata=ei6 PTIUYtXhZJO035Qyg%2BHruyq82Ucdb
7GajOF3GHFi4%3D&amp;reserved=0
An essay by WC Lowdermilk - Conquest of the Land Through Seven Thousand Years

You'll have to find this on your own - | have the essay but no URL. It explains how misuse of soil has collapsed
civilizations.
Finally the one everyone involved with forest management should be required to read. An excellent study and the best
reason we must change our harvesting technigues:

https://gcc02.safelinks. protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fe360.yale.edu%2 Ffeatures%2Fexploring_how_an
d_why_trees_talk_to_each_other&amp;data=05%7C01%7CSB1501. RULEMAKING%400cregon.gov%7C2250¢cf887 25b43d

df29308da%059cd4b%7Caa3f6932fa7cd7bdalcea598cad161cf%7C0%7C0%7C637981012616441760%7CUnknown%7CT

WFpbGZsb3d8ey)WIjoiMCAwLAWMDAILCIQljoiV2IuMzliLCIBTil6lk1haWwilCIXVCIEMNn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7 C&am

p;sdata=c7dSb2yBH%2BAQKZDD3eQIgTIP5Ip% 2 FmgKvjvMiOQuXxWY%3D&amp;reserved=0

Sincerely,
Mr. Ted Chudy
1395 E Briarcliff Ln Eugene, OR 97404-3201
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Jjohnsd@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of David Johns <johnsd @everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2022 622 PM

To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Subject: Approve new PFA rules and continue to push for more sustainable private forest rules

Dear Chair Jim Kelly,

I was born in Oregon and have lived her most of my life. | travel the west {wet) side and east side for recreation. Too
many waterways of all sorts have been exposed to heat, silt and other degradation by logging, road building and grazing.
Strong rules need to be proposed and implemented as part of the Private Forest Accord. Please do so. .

The Private Forest Act was a compromise resulting from dueling initiative efforts and industry fear they would have to
really start behaving. This compromise is certainly not all | want or what is needed. But it's a start after decades of weak
rules and damaging logging that has hurt forests and wildlife.

The difficult tradeoffs in the Private Forest Accord make this the first of many steps to improve the state’s logging
standards to better protect clean, cold water for all Oregonians, including fish.

The new rules aim to increase stream buffers, expand protections for steep slopes prone to landslides, and ensure the
road network does not cause excess sedimentation are critically important. This agreement is built on modeling and
assumptions that spring from our current best understanding of the science. It will be imperative going forward that the
Board ensure all parties are participating in the adaptive management process in good faith so that these rules can
evolve as our understanding of these complex systems increases.

With fire an increasing factor in forests across Oregon, it is very important that the Board ensure harmful post-fire
logging practices currently allowed under the OFPA are amended to comport with the best available science and to
match the intent of the new PFA stream buffer rules. Stricter standards will ensure that clean water and communities
are protected from harmful logging practices after wildfires.

No doubt some will have a steep learning curve to adjust to these new rules. | urge the Board to keep the pressure on
the Oregon Department of Forestry--which is too often in bed with industry, to conduct the proper landowner education
and to take seriously their role as the enforcement entity charged with ensuring these rules are followed. A huge part of
the success of the PFA will hinge on the Oregon public trusting that logging operators are following these new rules and
that ODF is protecting the public interest.

Thank you for your service on the Board and to Qregon.

Sincerely,
Mr David Johns
PO Box 725 Mcminnville, OR 97128-0725
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Chair Jim Kelly,

kimberly.brown@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Kim Brown
<kimberly.brown@everyactioncustom.com>

Wednesday, September 07, 2022 8:36 AM

RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Private Forest Accord

| have studied the effects of forestry pesticides on our streams and bivalve organisms. Qur streams have detectable
amount of chemicals in them that are hurting our valuable fishing and agquaculture industries not to mention the
ecosystems they inhabit. This, | urge you to support the rule changes proposed as part of the implementation of the
Private Forest Accord.

Many of these chemicals that we spray out use in household products have not been adequately tested for the health of
the ecosystems, the organisms that encounter them or the health of the communities in the area. We need more

protections at least to the point of coming more in line with the practices in California and Washington.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kim Brown

3606 SE Kelly St Portland, OR97202-1843
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From: kpottermom@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Dave Potter
<kpottermom@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Wednesday, September 07,2022 11:18 AM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: Approve new PFA rules and continue to push for more sustainable private forest rules

Dear Chair Jim Kelly,

My wife and | strongly feel that water is the most important component of like here in Oregon...and everywhere. We all
know that stresses and strains and shortanges are happening to water supplies. It is past time for all, governent and
citizens do everything we can to protect and improve our waterseds and the water they provide us...Or else we'll have
even bigger problems coming decades.

We totally support broad brush, comprehensive upgrades/changes as part of the Private Forest Accord. You - please -
should do all you can to enact them and improve other forest laws to give strong protections to waterways [streams,
rivers, etc.] and their most vital components: the watersheds and associated plant - not asphalt, not the current logging
way too close to waterways and not large clear-cuts! - coverage.

Oregonians must have water! Most Oregon water comes directly or indirectly from land covered by trees and other
vegetation. These lands [water sheds] y must be better protected for the benefit of all of us......Please!

Sincerely,
Mr. Dave Potter
3930 Rio Vista Way Klamath Falls, OR 97603-7729
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From: bbharris 1936@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of William Harris <bbharris1936
@everyactioncustom.com >

Sent: Wednesday, September 07,2022 11:23 AM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: Approve new PFA rules and continue to push for more sustainable private forest rules

Dear Chair Jim Kelly,

The PFA is a wonderful accomplishment. | am thrilled and proud of Oregon.

| am writing today in support of the comprehensive rule changes proposed as part of the implementation of the Private
Forest Accord and to urge you to continue to improve Oregon's forest laws so that community and environmental health
are adequately balanced with sustainable logging.

Please adopt the proposed rules relating to healthy streams and sustained wildlife and enforcement.

In addition, move forward with the very important broad challenge to require that private forest practices do not
degrade stream water supply for communities and do promote maximal green house gas storage in addition to
praduction of wood and wood products. All elements of our society must manage in a manner that reduces global
warming.

The challenges will continue. | expect the Department and the Board to commit to and put continuous effort into
refining and increasing actions which support long-term life in Oregon.

We should expect to become equal to California and Washington in effective forestry.
Thank you for your service on the Board and to Qregon.
Sincerely,

Dr. William Harris
2803 NW Cumberland Rd Portland, OR 97210-2803
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: kathnzz@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Kat Balogh <kathnzz@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, September 16, 2022 2:32 PM

To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Subject: Request to approve new PFA rules; More sustainable rules needed!

Dear Chair Jim Kelly,
Hello,

| strongly support the new proposed Private Forest Acord (PFA) rule changes. In addition, I'm requesting your support to
increase the forestry standards to implement maore sustainable practices like those established in WA and CA.

We need to:

- increase stream buffers,

- expand protections for steep slopes prone to landslides,
- and ensure roads to not erode into water bodies.

As a board member, | ask you hold the ODF accountable by ensuring education and compliance with the PFA.
Thank you in advance.
Sincerely,

Ms. Kat Balogh
30765 Pisgah Home Rd Scappoose, OR 97056-220C

Agenda Iltem 1
Attachment 3
Page 134 of 167



Agenda Item 1
Attachment 3

Page - of -




APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: DrlaurenOliver4d9@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Lauren Oliver <DrlLaurenOliver49
@everyactioncustom.com >

Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2022 1:55 PM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: Support for Oregon Forest Stream Protections

Dear Chair Jim Kelly,

| am writing to express my support for the proposed administrative rule changes to the Forest Practices Act as directed
by Senate Bills 1501 and 1502. | urge you to continue to improve Oregon’s forest laws so that community and
environmental health are adequately balanced with sustainable logging.

There are 10 million acres of private forest in Oregon covering some of the most productive and significant forests in
North America. The rivers, streams, and wetlands that are affected by the management of these forests are home to a
breadth of fish and wildlife species, as well as downstream communities.

The Private Forest Accord brings Oregon much closer to the mainstream of modern forest management practices that
protect watersheds with endangered aquatic species. The Accord and the proposed rule changes represent significant
progress in protecting our watersheds from the ravages of industrial logging and chemical spraying.

| urge you to ratify and strictly implement this accord and the protections it offers.
Thank you for your service on the Board and to Qregon.
Sincerely,

Dr. Lauren Oliver
175 Beacon Hill Ln Ashland, OR 97520-9701
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From: roughskinnednewt@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Dianne Ensign
<roughskinnednewt@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2022 7:44 PM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: Approve new PFA rules and continue to push for more sustainable private forest rules

Dear Chair Jim Kelly,

As a person with a lifelong concern for the environment and other species, this issue is extremely important to me. |
strongly support the comprehensive rule changes proposed as part of the implementation of the Private Forest Accord
and urge you to continue to improve Oregon’s forest laws so that community and environmental health are adequately
balanced with sustainable logging.

As you know, the PFA is the product of decades of hard work by community members, organizers, and scientists calling
for change and is ultimately the product of compromise hetween parties who have long been in conflict. This is the first
major upgrade to Oregon’s Forest Practices in decades and brings Oregon closer to the protections that have been
standard practice in Washington and California for years.

The difficult tradeoffs in the Private Forest Accord make this the first of many steps to improve the state’s logging
standards to better protect clean, cold water for all Oregonians.

The new rules to increase stream buffers, expand protections for steep slopes prone to landslides, and ensure the road
network does not cause excess sedimentation are critically important. This agreement is built on modeling and
assumptions that spring from our current best understanding of the science. It will be imperative going forward that the
Board ensure all parties are participating in the adaptive management process in good faith so that these rules can
evolve as our understanding of these complex systems increases.

To that point, the Board will also be faced with rulemaking in the coming years related to post-disturbance logging. With
fire anincreasing factor in forests across Oregon, it is very important that the Board ensure harmful post-fire logging
practices currently allowed under the OFPA are amended to comport with the best available science and to match the
intent of the new PFA stream buffer rules. Stricter standards will ensure that clean water and communities are
protected from harmful logging practices after wildfires.

The changes contemplated by these rule updates are significant and there is no doubt that some will have a steep
learning curve to adjust to these new rules. | urge the Board to keep the pressure on the Oregon Department of Forestry
to conduct the proper landowner education and to take seriously their role as the enforcement entity charged with
ensuring these rules are followed. A huge part of the success of the PFA will hinge on the Oregon public trusting that
logging operators are following these new rules and that ODF is protecting the public interest.

Thank you for your service on the Board and to Oregon.

Sincerely,
Ms. Dianne Ensign
11600 SW Lancaster Rd Portland, OR 97219-7655
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Francesca Anton < g >

Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2022 8:19 AM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: Private Forest Accord (PFA), and Senate Bills 1501 and 1502, proposed rule changes to Oregon

Forest Practices Act (FPA)

Dear Committee and Support Staff,

First, let me thank you all, along with our Governor, Kate Brown, who has worked so hard to try to bring some sanity, in
the form of accountability and transparency, at least,

to the way we approach the (once) Pacific Northwest temperate rainforest biome humans have benefitted from for so
many years, for all the work completed up to this date.

As a (now retired) science educator, farmer, business owner and devoted Oregon resident | have spent long years
constantly interested in deepening my knowledge of Oregon's

natural and human histories. We all know, without a doubt, that the history of logging in Oregon, like so many other
human endeavors throughout our history, has been one of

"Boom and Bust". Driven by a perceived outrageously "lucky" opportunity for easy wealth, human greed has led the way
in terrorizing almost everything once healthy and abundant about

the Pacific Northwest forests. It is glaringly obvious that, without intervention on the part of a few thoughtful state and
federally elected government leaders, there would be nothing left for

future generations by now. Even the title of "Private Forest Accord" is inaccurate and misleading. There are no private
“forests". There is only private {(and some state-owned) industrial timberland.

| have watched the clear-cutting, even on steep mountainsides and down to the delicate stream waters, for years. | have
walked through (ves, | know it's illegal) acreage of "private forestland”

in many counties, just to see what happens when industrially-planted trees replace once, even moderately healthy
forest. These areas are dank, dark and lifeless. The soil is depleted and no-longer able

to support a healthy soil biome. Logging companies know that at some point they will no longer be able to grow "wood",
as any trees planted will no longer grow fast enough to keep the corporate

shareholders swimming in their expectation of good profits. We cannot EVER call these industrial woodlots "forests"”,
and everytime | hear timber companies, who spend millions of dollars hiring their Public

Relations professionals to sweeten their message, refer to private woodlots as forestland, | cringe, and am filled with
sorrow for the children coming who are being robbed of a healthy Oregon.

Many people have documented this travesty on the part of the Timber Industry quite accurately, including the fact that
this industry has had their hands around the necks of Oregonians and Oregon state

government for years, making sure their profits are not disturbed, so there is no need for any of us to bore each other
with additional diatribes.

So my humble request of this committee, which | believe is of absolute importance, is that this committee formally
acknowledge the unnecessary abuse and neglect of both the natural and human communities in

QOregon by the timber industry. Our young people, our rural communities who have been used up and spit out, our
citizens who have been, and are currently being lied to, need to hear this. Qur polluted and compromised waterways
from the smallest to the largest, need to formally hear a deep apology, even though they cannot speak for themselves.

| know that the same abuse and neglect of land with trees happens on the part of private landowners also, and this is
due to our ridiculous insistence that we should be able to wreck and abuse anything we own just because we are "free"
to
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PRIVATE FOREST ACCORD: DRAFT RULES COMMENTS SEPT. 30, 2022
Wendy Gerlach

Rule 629-603-0000 & ff. (Adaptive Management). There should be a specific procedure for
addressing any budget shortfalls and their affect on programs. This may belong in another
place, but there should be a provision for addressing funding, budget, and appropriations issues
in the future.

Rule 629-605-0170 (Statutory and Non-Statutory Written Plans). It is not clear why the word
“Statutory” has been deleted in the heading of this section, and how this relates to the
definitions of Statutory Written Plans and Non-Statutory Written Plans in the following
sections.
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Thank you for improving some aspects of the Oregon Forest Practices Act, especially on fish-
bearing streams. Next, please project ALL streams that flow into fish-streams, more than a tiny
1,150 feet upstream.

Finally, | am not clear on why Oregon wants a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). This is
expensive and will not improve anything. The OFPA has been allowing the “taking” of
endangered fish for decades. Why now, with the proposal to increase protections for fish, is the
expense of an HCP necessary? If you are going for an HCP to incidentally take fish, shouldn’t
you also get an HCP for the coastal marten or spotted owl? If you are going to spend taxpayer
dollars for an HCP, why not include all endangered species impacted by private land logging?

Thank you for considering my comments.
Sincerely
Francis Eatherington

Douglas County Oregon
’ 541-643-1309
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: Sandy Duveen <

Sent: Friday, September 30, 2022 5:31 PM
To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF
Subject: Subjects for Consideration

regarding the upcoming ODF regulations review:

I am writing to request that ODF implement regenerative practices in their approach to the timber
industry. The writing is on the wall when we witness catastrophic events like hurricane lan with
increasing frequency. Besides the recognized role of fossil fuels’ effects on catastrophic climatic
events, it needs to be acknowledged that the industrial chemical industry, too, has wreaked havoc on
the planet and its inhabitants. Including the soil.

What follows is a potential win-win solution that I believe needs to be considered in the new
legislative bill.

”Since the 1930 s there has been a growing concern about the consequences of industrial
agriculture — chemical-based agriculture and factory farming of animals — on human
health. Intensive techno-agricultural practices of the last 70 years have taken their toll on
American soil. The soil is depleted and poisoned with the toxic chemicals sprayed on them,
which, in turn, poisens aquatic life and everything else in the food chain.

“Soil is one of our most important resources. A healthy, well-balanced soil is alive and
crawling with microbes, fungi, worms, nematodes, small insects and rodents. Like the organs
in the body, each performs a vital function necessary for the whole to survive.

“The relationship between plants [especially trees] and soil microbes is symbiotic. Plants
make a nutritional food that attracts and sustains soil microbes. In return for this benefit,
microbes produce chemical substances that stimulate plant growth and reproduction and
help them resist extreme temperatures and drought.

Some fungi even secrete antibiotics or chemicals that inhibit the growth of pathogenic species.
Working together in balance, they thrive. A healthy soil food web can protect plants and
humans from the toxins that are being dumped into our environment. If microbes are present
in the soil, they do their best to ingest and digest toxic chemicals into less harmful
compounds. The bacteria Bacillus laterosporus and the fungal species Phanerochete are known
degraders of 2,4-D and DDT.

“With the death of basic soil organisms, the system slips out of balance and pathogens
proliferate. Plants become vulnerable to disease-producing organisms. Chemicals are applied.
Organisms die or fight back and mutate. More chemicals are applied. The system is out of
control.

“Optimum health and our resistance to disease is interconnected with the health of the soil,
and the health of our planet. With soil and plants, we can co-create a sustainable and healthy

environment that supports and nurtures all of life.”
1
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APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: billkucha@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of William Kucha <billkucha@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, September 30, 2022 6:09 PM

To: RULEMAKING $b1501 * ODF

Subject: Please comprehensively implement strong new PFA rules to protect our forests!

Dear Forestry Board,

| am writing to express my support for the Private Forest Accord agreement and the comprehensive rule changes within
it that amend our state’s logging regulations to offer greater protection for ecosystems and at-risk species. | urge you to
steadfastly continue improving Oregon’s logging laws to safeguard vulnerable communities and the health of our state’s
forest lands from the consequences of irresponsible and unsustainable industrial logging.

The PFA agreement between environmental groups and timber companies was decades in the making, and
implementing the new rules laid out by this compromise signals a major advance in Oregon’s forest conservation
practices, finally amending our lax logging laws to diminish climate impacts on forest ecosystems and threatened
species.

New rules put in place by the PFA to increase distance buffers between logging sites and aquatic streams, expand
preventative measures for logging on highly prone to landslides, and install road building guidelines that put an end to
excess sedimentation and runoff to nearby ecosystems are all vital for the preservation of our forests. Extensive
scientific research went into determining these rules, and as the climate changes, we must change our state’s industrial
logging practices to diminish the impacts of climate change on the incredible forests that Oregon is known for.

While implementing the updated PFA rules for loggers on the ground offers considerable benefit to endangered species,
and aquatic habitats there is still much work to be done in the protection of our forests. | encourage you to continue
doing all you can to conserve our state’s public forest lands from the pollution and destruction of big timber, as there
are still many changes that must be made before Oregon’s logging practices can even begin to be considered truly
“sustainable.” Further, if the PFA rules are passed, we must continually monitor big timber’s implementation and
observance of these rules, and keep up the pressure towards logging companies and landowners to adjust their
industrial logging practices in more climate-friendly ways.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
William Kucha
3673 Otter Crest Loop Depoe Bay, OR97341-9779
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the plan is terribly flawed in that forests, wildlife, and streams may not be adequately protected
due to lack of oversight by forest ecologists, fish biologists, and limnologists.

Regarding the enforcement provisions outlined beginning on p. 127, my overall concern is that
the PFA will be an empty shell of a law if private landowners are not held accountable for
violations of the rules. | was quite disturbed by the opening statement on enforcement that says,
“ODF lacks staffing and statutory authority to adequately enforce laws and rules.” It goes on to
say that education of landowners and other stakeholders (presumably the timber industry) will
be the “foundational component” of enforcement. Firstly, there will be no penalties or sanctions
if there is inadequate monitoring of compliance. In addition, the penalties that are anticipated
are entirely inadequate in deterring violators from harvesting timber in violation of the PFA and
FPA. Remote sensing is identified as a principal method to identify violators. The ORF is
charged with enforcement, but only three FTEs are assigned to the task with only one of the
three FTEs specifically charged with enforcement (Report, p. 130). This lack of sufficient human
resources devoted to enforcement will not ensure compliance with the rules.

Sincerely,

Roger Sabbadini, Ph.D.

Emeritus Distinguished Professor of Biology
San Diego State University

3174 NW Quiet River Lane

Bend, Oregon 97703

619 787-0570 (cell)

9. Advocacy Email
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The agency received several “form” advocacy emails that appeared to be facilitated by conservation
organizations in support of the proposed rules. Figure 1 provides an overview of comments received
in this format. Examples of those emails follow.

Figure 2: Overall Comments Received by Type

Private Forests Act Rule Revisions: Number of Comments
Received Sept. 2022 by Type

Rogue/Klamath-Siskiyou - Form Email | N :o:
oregon Wild - Form Email | N /6
Wild Salmon Center -Form Email | N :2:
Oregon Forests Forvever - Form Email | NN ¢
Custom Email | I 74

Trout Unlimited - Form Email | 56

League of Conservation Voters - Form Email [ 42

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450

The following pages provide an example of a “form” email that appears to be from supporters of
Rogue Riverkeeper and Klamath-Siskiyou Wildlands Center, of which the agency received
approximately 393 copies from distinct email addresses.
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This page provides an example of a “form” email that appears to be from supporters of Oregon Wild,
of which the agency received approximately 346 copies from distinct email addresses.

APPEL Lisa M * ODF

From: chmackie 1948 @everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Craig Mackie <chmackie 1948
@everyactio ncustom.com?>

Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2022 1:01 PM

To: RULEMAKING Sb1501 * ODF

Subject: Approve new PFA rules and continue to push for more sustainable private forest rules

Dear Chair Jim Kelly,

| am writing today in support of the comprehensive rule changes proposed as part of the implementation of the Private
Forest Accord and to urge you to continue to improve Oregon’s forest laws so that community and environmental health
are adequately balanced with sustainable logging.

As you know, the PFA is the product of decades of hard work by community members, organizers, and scientists calling
for change and is ultimately the product of compromise between parties who have long been in conflict. This is the first
major upgrade to Oregon’s Forest Practices in decades and brings Oregon closer to the protections that have been
standard practice in Washington and California for years.

The difficult tradeoffs in the Private Forest Accord make this the first of many steps to improve the state’s logging
standards to better protect clean, cold water for all Oregonians.

The new rules to increase stream buffers, expand protections for steep slopes prone to landslides, and ensure the road
network does not cause excess sedimentation are critically important. This agreement is built on modeling and
assumptions that spring from our current best understanding of the science. It will be imperative going forward that the
Board ensure all parties are participating in the adaptive management process in good faith so that these rules can
evolve as our understanding of these complex systems increases.

To that point, the Board will also be faced with rulemaking in the coming years related to post-disturbance logging. With
fire an increasing factor in forests across Oregon, it is very important that the Board ensure harmful post-fire logging
practices currently allowed under the OFPA are amended to comport with the best available science and to match the
intent of the new PFA stream buffer rules. Stricter standards will ensure that clean water and communities are
protected from harmful logging practices after wildfires.

The changes contemplated by these rule updates are significant and there is no doubt that some will have a steep
learning curve to adjust to these new rules. | urge the Board to keep the pressure on the Oregon Department of Forestry
to conduct the proper landowner education and to take seriously their role as the enforcement entity charged with
ensuring these rules are followed. A huge part of the success of the PFA will hinge on the Oregon public trusting that
logging operators are following these new rules and that ODF is protecting the public interest.

Thank you for your service on the Board and to Oregon.

Sincerely,
Mr. Craig Mackie
PO Box 636 Camp Sherman, OR 97730-0636
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This page provides an example of a “form” email that appears to be from supporters of Wild Salmon
Center, of which the agency received approximately 323 copies from distinct email addresses.

Dear Oregon Board of Forestry,

I am writing to express my support for the Private Forest Accord agreement and the comprehensive
rule changes within it that amend our state’s logging regulations to offer greater protection for
ecosystems and at-risk species. | urge you to steadfastly continue improving Oregon’s logging laws to
safeguard vulnerable communities and the health of our state’s forest lands from the consequences of
irresponsible and unsustainable industrial logging.

The PFA agreement between environmental groups and timber companies was decades in the making,
and implementing the new rules laid out by this compromise signals a major advance in Oregon’s
forest conservation practices, finally amending our lax logging laws to diminish climate impacts on
forest ecosystems and threatened species.

New rules put in place by the PFA to increase distance buffers between logging sites and aquatic
streams, expand preventative measures for logging on highly prone to landslides, and install road
building guidelines that put an end to excess sedimentation and runoff to nearby ecosystems are all
vital for the preservation of our forests. Extensive scientific research went into determining these rules,
and as the climate changes, we must change our state’s industrial logging practices to diminish the
impacts of climate change on the incredible forests that Oregon is known for.

While implementing the updated PFA rules for loggers on the ground offers considerable benefit to
endangered species, and aquatic habitats there is still much work to be done in the protection of our
forests. | encourage you to continue doing all you can to conserve our state’s public forest lands from
the pollution and destruction of big timber, as there are still many changes that must be made before
Oregon’s logging practices can even begin to be considered truly “sustainable.” Further, if the PFA
rules are passed, we must continually monitor big timber’s implementation and observance of these
rules, and keep up the pressure towards logging companies and landowners to adjust their industrial
logging practices in more climate-friendly ways.

Thank you.

The following pages provide an engagement summary report from Oregon Forests Forever with
examples of messages from 256 of their supporters.
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Dear Board of Forestry,

| am reaching out to voice my support for the draft rule changes to the Oregon Forest Practices Act that
were a result of the Private Forest Accord.

As someone who supports compromise, | was pleased to see that the decades of fighting between
groups could end, and Oregonians will have some certainty around the management of our private
forest lands.

In support of clean water, jobs and healthy forests, | ask that you support these rules changes as written.
| am convinced we thin and log our forests or we watch them burn. | am really upset that Portland
Beauracrats let an 8,000 acre fire burn for a month before it blew up to over 100,000. | am not buying
the "It was in a steep area” They let it burn and lost a chunk of Willamette National forests! Will they
salvage the Timber or let it rot on the stump? Rest in Peace Waldo Lake Wilderness

Thank you,

Janice Hancock, Eugene

Dear Board of Forestry,

With the exception of the taking of 50 feet on both side of a waterway, as an Oregonian | support the
draft rules for implementing the Private Forest Accord.

These rules will ensure that Oregon’s forests and timber industry remain healthy and continue to
support tens of thousands of family wage jobs in rural Oregon. The rules are a balanced approach to
support both conservation and economic viability for Oregon’s rural communities, which in turn is good
for all of Oregon.

Oregonians are ready to leave behind the years of fighting and litigation that have threatened our rural

communities for decades. Please adopt the proposed rules as written and support a new era of forestry
in Oregon.

Thank you.

Robert Siegmund, Eugene

Dear Board of Forestry,

| support for the draft rule changes to the Oregon Forest Practices Act that were a result of the Private
Forest Accord.

Some certainty regarding the management of our private forest lands should help land and resource
managers make mutually beneficial decisions.

In support of clean water, jobs and healthy forests, | ask that you support these rules changes as written.
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Thank you.

Linda Barrett, Bonanza

Dear Board of Forestry,

As an Oregonian | support the draft rules for implementing the Private Forest Accord.

These rules will ensure that Oregon’s forests and timber industry remain healthy and continue to
support tens of thousands of family wage jobs in rural Oregon. The rules are a balanced approach to
support both conservation and economic viability for Oregon’s rural communities, which in turnis good
for all of Oregon.

Oregonians are ready to leave behind the years of fighting and litigation that have threatened our rural
communities for decades. Please adopt the proposed rules as written and support a new era of forestry
in Oregon.

As a professional forester and consulting arborist for over 40 years | support this compromise.

Thank you,

David D. Hunter, Forest Grove

Dear Board of Forestry,

As an Oregonian | support the draft rules for implementing the Private Forest Accord.

These rules will ensure that Oregon’s forests and timber industry remain healthy and continue to
support tens of thousands of family wage jobs in rural Oregon. The rules are a balanced approach to
support both conservation and economic viability for Oregon’s rural communities, which in turn is good
for all of Oregon.

Oregonians are ready to leave behind the years of fighting and litigation that have threatened our rural
communities for decades. Please adopt the proposed rules as written and support a new era of forestry

in Oregon.

Manage to reduce fire hazard and for yield of saw able timber.

Thank you,

Donald Wirth, Tangent
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This page provides an example of a “form” email that appears to be from supporters of Trout
Unlimited, of which the agency received approximately 56 copies from distinct email addresses.
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This page provides an example of a “form” email that appears to be from supporters of League of
Conservation Voters, of which the agency received approximately 42 copies from distinct email
addresses.
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