March 4, 2019

To: Oregon Board of Forestry

From: Carolyn Eady, 1990 SE Sheridan St., Astoria, OR 97103
Subject: Written Testimony — March 6, 2019 Meeting — Item 1

| regret that | am unable to testify in person today, but | hope you will give serious consideration to the issues |
am addressing here.

At your September meeting, | submitted testimony (see attached) that outlined the seriousness of Accelerating
Climate Disruption and how the BOF can make a significant contribution to ameliorating this growing threat. At
that same meeting, | also applauded the serious scientific work being done by Department staff to study and
evaluate key indicators of Oregon’s private forestlands, but | cautioned that these long-range efforts cannot
stand in the way of short-term action.

My message today is that in the six months since the September meeting, every indicator and reputable study is
pointing to a climate situation that is only getting worse. No section of this county or the globe has escaped.

When you look at the bleak and barren hillsides in the Coast Range from Astoria to southern Oregon, one does
not need to be an expert to know “This isn’t right! This cannot be the beautiful, green Oregon | knew!” People
who have been personally affected by their practices or have looked deeper into these logging practices say,
“Yes, this is the ‘new face of Oregon!”

Global limited liability corporations (LLC’s) now own a huge swath of the private industrial forestland in Oregon.
They are now systematically converting prime forestland into agricultural operations and are the major
contributor to the emission of Greenhouse Gases in Oregon, even surpassing the Transportation segment. At
the same time, these logging practices are devastating the environment.

To obtain a 5% return for their investors, the global Corporations have:

1) Reduced labor costs by employing heavy machinery that compacts the soil and ruins streams that cross over
them. 2) Aerial sprayed toxic herbicides that harm nearby residents and all forms of life, effectively producing a
‘dead zone’. 3) Destroyed the rich, loamy soil that stores large amounts of carbon and took many years to form
by the breakdown of forest debris. 4) Created hillsides that are less stable and more prone to slide after heavy
rains. 5) Poisoned adjacent estuaries and other bodies of water, thereby posing a threat to humans and all
forms of life exposed to their runoffs.

Each crop is typically harvested on a 25-year rotation. Over the past 6 to 10 years, the acreage of new trees
planted has not been able to keep up with the acreage being clearcut. It has been estimated that Oregon has
lost over one million acres of ‘coverage.’ (It takes about 13-15 years to meet this coverage requirement.)

Conclusions: Please give high priority to Recommendation 1 in my attached September testimony. The statutes
cited on page 1 gives the Board both the mandate and the authority to act. | realize if the Board decides, to
consider this recommendation, other important steps will be required, e.g. consultation with the State Forester;
legal review of the wording of the suggested action, and a determination of the legal responsibility for restoring
this land, whether the Corporations decide to retain it, sell it or ‘walk away’ from it.
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My hope is that you will think of the young people of today, who will bear the brunt of the Climate Change
impacts, when you make your decision.

Thank you for your consideration of the issues | have raised.

Carolyn Eady

CC: Oregon State Forester

Attachment

Endnote: | have been very puzzled about the egregious level of damage that has occurred along the entire
extent of the Coast Range over the past 6 to 10 years, especially in view of the goals of the current Forest
Practices Act and the specific goals of the Board of Forestry. To my knowledge, this issue has not been brought
to the attention of the Board.

My tentative conclusion is that part of this may be due to the fact that the Department has been so affected by
the threat to their financial viability and the decisions on how to spread fewer staff to meet increasing demands,
the damage caused by Corporate owners of private land did not get the attention it deserved. A secondary
factor may be that the manpower required to complete research projects, e.g. the Forest Practices Compliance
Audit: 2017, Annual Report, and the fact that they were looking at random sampling data from 2002 to 2010,
prior to the impact of Corporate logging practices. This does not explain, however, why the other Cooperating
State Agencies did report the effects of these logging practices in their annual meeting with the Department.
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August 31,2018

To: Oregon Board of Forestry
From: Carolyn Eady, 1990 SE Sheridan St., Astoria, OR 97103

Subject: Written Testimony = Meeting September 5, 2018 - Item 3

The two attachments in your packet reflect the dedication and professionalism of a considerable number of ODF
personnel who were involved in studying and evaluating key indicators of the private forestland in Oregon. However, as
the appaintad leaders af all farestland in Qregan, | wauld like to raise the question: “How da these studies impact the
near-term decisions you are required to make?” Getting a more in-depth scientific understanding of the forests in this
region is worthwhile and should continue, but, given accelerating climate disruption (ACD) as documented every day in
the nightly news, can this Board afford to wait until the studies provide all the ‘answers’ before any action is taken?

This Board's responsibilities are captured in Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS’s). Two of the most significant responsi-
bilities are cited in part below:

ORS 527.630(3):

. it is declared to be in the public interest to vest in the State Board of Forestry exclusive autharity to develop
and enforce statewide and regional rules. You have the authority to act.

ORS 527.630(1):

.. Therefore, it is declared to be the public policy of the State of Oregon to encourage economically efficient
forest practices ... and the maintenance of forestland for such purposes as the leading use on privately owned
land, consistent with sound management of soil, air, water and wildlife resources ... and to ensure the
continuous benefits of these resources for future generations of Oregonians. One segment of the forest
industry is violating the intent of this law and jeopardizing the quality of life of curtain and future Oregonians.

The reality In Clatsop County is far different than the goals just cited, The devastation that has occurred the past three
years in the private forestlands along a 6 to 8 miles stretch of the north face of the Coast Range is shocking, especially
when you consider the damage done here to the Young’s River estuary? is occurring all along the Qregon Coast]

Global investment type forestland owners have caused the vast majority of this devastation. To attract investors looking
for a 5% return on their investment (ROI) and a hedge against inflation, they use the harshest logging practices to
minimize their costs: i.e. heavy equipment, which compacts the soil, and multiple spraying of fertilizers and herbicides
by helicopter to speed up growth. This type of logging effectively leaves a ‘dead 20ne’ with increased risk of floods. It
has also been documented? that helicopter spraying can easily drift to adjacent residential areas and community water
sources, causing health problems and requiring local residents to invest large sums of money in an attempt to maintain a
potable water supply. Finally, as a result of their short rotation schedule of about 25 years, the northwest section of
Oregon has lost approximately one million acres of coverage?, a critical issue in these times of accelerating climate
disruption.

The investment type logging firm in Clatsop County is part of a network of limited liability companies (LLC's):

1 See the attached map that shows the extent of the Young's River estuary from the south slope of Astoria to Saddle Mtn.
2 5¢ee “Behind the Emerald Curtaln” a 30-minute film, published by Pacific Rivers, 2017.
3 Coverage is defined as sufficient growth in the canopy as seen from the air to provide coverage or shade on the ground, which in
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e L& CTree Farms LLC now owns approximately 48% of o/l forestlond in Clatsop County. The other 52% is primarily
State forestland. (Clatsop County has virtually no federal forestland.) L & C is a subsidiarity of

e GreenWood Resources LLC, which is a subsidiarity of

= Nuveen Asset Management, LLC, an affiliated investment advisor & broker for

® TIAALLC, one of the largest owners of timber assets around the globe, worth close to one billion dollars.

The destructive forest practices described earlier are only half of the story. John Talberth et al posted a study in 2016
that stated, Oregon forests were a very large contributor of greenhouse gases (GHG). Their estimates have recently
been supported by another independent study at Ohio State that used a different method to arrive at the same
conclusion.! Now, it is estimated that forest practices in Oregon top transportation as the number one emitter of GHG.

Discussion: Over the past 3 years, one large investment logging company has been able to consolidate all the large
industrial forestland in Clatsop County. Unless they are prevented from doing so, any remaining acres not yet logged
will be logged in the same destructive way.

At the same time, by any measure, Oregon is not meeting its obligations to combat climate change. The Oregon Global
Warming Commission has stated Oregon will not achieve either the 2020 or 2030 state goals. Around the globe, various
countries are racing to restore forests and plant millions of trees; they recognize that trees are one of the best ways to
remove carbon dioxide and other pollutants from the atmosphere. It is ironic that Qregon, as one the best places in the
world for growing large trees, is in the midst of a wholesale removal of trees up and down the length of the state, while
ODF’s best FPA enforcement tool is the incentive of investment owners for no violations on their record, so as to
maintaln their ‘SFl seal of approval’ and thus be able to sell their timber products to Home Depot and other outlets.

Recommendations:

1. Consider the most straight forward and narrowly defined way of quickly stopping the destructive practices of
investment type owners by adding a requirement in the FPA rules that all large private forestland owners must
be able to show through an audit of their logging records that their replanted trees have grown sufficiently to
provide ‘coverage.’ Large, responsible logging firms will have no problem meeting this requirement, but it will
effectively shut down the investment owners. Legal opinions need to be obtained about their liability for
restoring this land or, If they ‘walk away’ from their holdings, does this land revert to the County or ODF?

2. If a majority of the Board decides to move forward on this or a similar proposal, devote the November workshop
to this topic, inviting various experts, government officials, and other affected state agencies, such as DEQ and
the Department of Agriculture.

3. Meet in either Astoria or Tillamook. Your tour day will allow you to actually see the results of these destructive
logging practices, a scene that is very difficult to accurately describe,’

Conclusion:

These recommendations are very narrowly targeted. Many other efforts are underway to address other issues related
to forestry in Oregon and should continue. However, your decisive action on this issue would still be a very significant
step. Oregon must act quickly if we are 1o meet our goals and hope to do our part to impact the dire climate disruption
projections by scientist around the world.  With the Board’s leadership and the essential support of the Governor and
Legislature, Oregon has the opportunity to re-imagine its future: to begin to restore the damaged forestlands, to
stimulate the state’s economy and to make a significant contribution to controlling climate change.

4 Law et al, Proceeding of the National Academy of Science, Nov. 16, 2017.
% See the attached photo of the north face of the Coast Range as seen from the south slope of Astoria.
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