BARK
PO Box 12065
Portland, OR 97212
www.bark -out.org
503-331-0374
08/ 06/ 2015

Casey Gatz

6780 Highway 35

Mount Hood/Parkdale, OR 97041

RE: Polallie Cooper Scoping C omments

Dear Casey Gatz,

As you know, on March 16 t, 201 5 Bark submitted comments on the Polallie
Cooper scoping letter issued on  February 13 th, 2015. These comments are
linked here.

We originally requested that the Forest Service review the suggestions listed
below as separate alternat ives, to assess for their economic feasibility and
ecological benefit:

1. Add road decommissioning miles to the Proposed Action ;

2. Do not pursue commercial logging or roadbuilding within the E. Fork Hood
River Wild & Scenic River Corridor

3. Only pursue ac tivities consistent with the 2009 Omnibus Public Lands
Management Act, including within the Crystal Springs Watershed Special
Resource Management Unit

4. Remove Riparian Reserve logging from this project unless it is
demonstrated to be needed to achieve AC SOs;

5. Establish an upper -diameter or age limit on logging  activities;

6. Drop all commercial logging west of the Dog River trail on the east side of
Highway 35;

7. Remove 8 miles of new temporary road construction from the project ;

8. Avoidrebuilding4 mi |l es of oOexistingd temgndrary r oa

9. Remove any roadbuilding into roadless areas 1,000 acres or more from
this project .
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I n addition, to take specific actions to i mprc
to understand and intelligently e ngage with it. These included:

1. Provide a map in advance of the Preliminary Assessment comment period
which includes units where thinning is proposed, and old growth stands
so commenters can field check these areas;

2. Clarify the rationale for proposing fuel s reduction activities outside the
WUI and how these activities both within and outside the WUI compare to
the recommendations of the Hood River Community Wildfire Protection
Plan;

3. Conduct at least one year of surveys for northern spotted owls to
deter mine site occupancy before management that could be detrimental
to the spotted owl is undertaken in potentially occupied habitat ;

4. Complete surveys for red tree voles in suitable habitat as required by the
NFP ROD;

5. Investinatwo -yearslashtreatmentw indow as part of this project, instead
of giving themselves a dangerously long five year window to do such work.

Bark continue s to feel strongly about the requests restated above, and would
like to share additional details of the project for your considera tion. Since
submitting the  scoping comments for Polallie Cooper, Bark has hosted a four
day campout within the project area, led three public hikes, and over 40 Bark
volunteers have spent several days field -checking the areas included in the
February 2015 scoping map.

Although we are currently outside a formal NEPA comment period for this

project, Bark feels that is necessary to expand on our original comment letter

with subsequent, site  -specific information gathered before the next comment
period. Please consider these comments supplemental additions to our
comment letter submitted in March , and include responsive information in the
forthcoming EA

ABSENCE OF DELINIATED TREATMENT UNITS

As we expressed in our scoping comments, o f the 3,000 acres proposed for

commercial logging approximately 1,900 of these acres may include mature, old
growthornever -l ogged f orest. Some of the areas with
Unmanaged Stand Thi nni ngdperaayenalgletbesentore al | i e C
forests , but becaus e there are no units delineated  itis impossible for  us to know

whether these very special stands are proposed f or commercial logging . We
understand that the Forest Service has odesi
warrant a variety of variable -density treatments depending on the current
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conditions of a particular area. However if the agency does not include unit maps

showing where logging WILL occur and where it WILL NOT, the public must begin
to make educated guesses as to where the logging and road building are
proposed .

In our scoping comments we made the following request of unit maps: OPlease
include these areas in a subsequent map, in advance of the Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) comment period so commenters can field check these areas . Please

also include a map which includes ages of stands including locations of old growth

forest stands within the project area. = 0 Because there has been no unit map sent
to us or posted online , our field -checking activities have focused on areas with
proposed road alignments (as displayed on map received during the scoping
period ). The following site -specific comments refer to some of these areas.

ONEW6O PROPOSED ROAD ALI GNMENT EXTENDI NGOOFROM THE

When Bark ers walked this proposed
road (starting from 4400 -624), we
found an old, passively
decommissioned road template
until a round its halfway point
where the road slightly connects
again with 4400 -620. After this
point, there is no detectable
roadbed as the proposed alignment
follows a ridgetop. The stand this
road would access, pr imarily grand
firand Douglas fir ~ (fig. 1), is steep in
some areas, looks to hav e been
already pre-commercially thinned
once (fig. 2), and abuts an owl
activity center. Bark believes that
the condition and structure of the
second half of this stand  does not
necessitate fuels reduction logging,
and requests that the explicitly new

portion of this road be deleted from

Figure 1: 44 in. DBH Douglas fir inarea accessed by consideration
western half of proposed ONew6 road off 4400 -624 )
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Note: We 6 ve do
best to be clear
without a Forest
Service unit map, but
if the locations of this
or any other
referenced are not
sufficiently  clear in
these comments, we
are willing to provide
a map with labels, or
participate in a field
trip to the locations
themselves .

Figure 2:Top of ridge in area
accessed by western half of
nronosed oONewo road off 4400 -

ONE WOROAD EXTENDING NORTH FROM 4400 -622 TO 4400 -015

Upon visiting this
proposed road , we
confirmed no visible

alignment was
detectable. The
south ern end of this
road had seen

logging in past, and
contained a less
diverse array  of
ground cover than
the north end, where
- the proposed road
intersects the land
symbolized on the
scoping maps as

] 2 X L S

Figure 3: Forest accessed by proposed ONewo road alignment extending N
north from 4400 -622 to 4400 -015. ORecently

Unmanagedo6 (fig.
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The forest along the northern section of this roa d was mature, lively and diverse
with a measured 63.6 in DBH ponderosa pine , and 51 in DBH Douglas fir . Bird
diversity was also notable. Within a short period of tim e, we identified western
tanagers, a black -backed woodpecker , and clear sign of pileated woodpeckers.
This stand would not benefit ecologically from logging or new road building.

0 EW6O ROADS EXTENDI NG S@B #400NBZRT

‘:é As we found at
aforementioned road off
the end of 4400 -622, the
forest accessed by this
road was mostly made up
of grand and Douglas fir,
and include d stands of
mature forest (fig. 4). This
area off the 622 spur did
not appear to have ever
experienced extensive
roadbuilding in the past,
and included several steep
west-facing slopes. On the
map it appears that these
proposed roads would
intersectatra ilincluded in
the Dog River mountain
biking loop twice . We have
major concerns about both
logging in mature forests
and over popular tr ails,
which we will elaborate
further inthese comments.

Figure 4:Lar ge di amet er
southwest off 4400  -622
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OEX| STI NGO ROADNONAISYSYEM , VOLUNTEER MAINTAINED  TRAIL
ACCESSING COOPER SPUR WARMING SHELTER

Figure 5: Cooper Spur warming shelter

While walkingt he al i gnment f orExtitsd i pgodp o oad-640f f

road, we noted that this  supposed road appears to overlap an existing volunteer -
maintained foot trail to the Cooper Spur warming shelter (fig. 5) and beyond ,
ending at Tilly Jane Creek . Bark uses this trail annually for our winter wildlife
tracking hike in collaboration with Cascadia Wild. We are concerned that other

users of this trail may not have been notified about its proposed change of use.
While forests surrounding the warming shelter are dense (although do not
appear be to be uniform plantations as the Proposed Action map suggests) , some
individuals have participat ed in reducing fuels around this warming shelter.
Nevertheless , the cedar shingle roof and wooden frame would make fire -proofing
this structure very difficult under severe fire conditions. Under low to moderate
fire conditions however, a maintained ~50 foo t fuel break (hand thinned) around
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this structure could be beneficial, and would not require roadbuilding or heavy
machinery.

Directly northeast from the warming shelter, on what appears to be a short

proposed road alignment, there is a partially collapse d cabin which may have

been an old trapperds cabin. Between this cab
what appears to be an old irrigation ditch. We also noted this stand contains a

great amount of mammal sign, and superb wildlife habitat dinone areanea r

the cabin Bark volunteers spotted a group of three -toed woodpeckers using the

area extensively. These items have cultural significance, are thought -

provoking , and deserve protection buffers during the implementation of this

project.

Accessing this area onroad 3512 -640, we see an o pportunity for aroad -to-tralil
conversion. This road isin significant need of maintenance, and poses aquatic
risks at two stream  crossings. The road is visibly dumping  excessive amounts
of fill off the north side towards Doe Creek . Currently alow -use road, it ends at
the trailhead tothe warming sh elter. Past the trailhead, the road is de -
compacted as it enters younger plantations. Is the Forest Service planning on

this same level of de -compaction on this section of road after th e plantations
would be accessed for thinning?

WET AREAS EXCLUDED FROM ORIGINAL POLALLIE COOPER TIMBER
SALE, OFF 3510 BETWEEN BUCK AND DOE CREEKS

Figure 6: Legacy Western redcedar in Riparian Reserve between Buck and Doe Creeks.
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Along with our concerns regarding Buck Creek (expressed in our first scoping
comments), we have a high level of unease around other nearby wet areas,

some of them seemingly unmapped. One of these areas includes a mapped but
unnamed stream flowing into th e East Fork, between Buck and Doe Creeks.

This very dynamic stream is within a Riparian Reserve on the north side of

3510, and meanders above and below ground. The surrounding water table is

high, and the soils are sensitive to ground -based disturbance. S urrounding
this stream are several legacy Western redcedars (Fig. 6) and several large
snags. Soils in this area appear to be healthy and supporting a diverse array of
organisms, including  Sarcosphaera coronaria (violet crown cup). This fungus is
a monoty pic genus, easily recognizable, and was only recently removed from

the Survey and Manage list. Because of the sensitive nature of soils, intact
legacies and diversity, Bark will challenge any proposal that includes logging

within this Riparian Reserve.

Ju st across the 3510, there is another proposed oNewdroad which wraps

around an area where Bark volunteers have found the source of the unnamed
stream below 0 several seeps and springs which channelize at times, and are
completely unmapped and not within a Riparian Reserve (Fig. 8). Bark would
like to see this area dropped from planning (as it was from the 1998 Polallie
Cooper Decision ), as it could disrupt the very source of  stream flow across the
3510. In addition, the proposed ONe w éoad which to access this area is never -
before -logged grand fir and Doug fir, with remnant old growth trees up to a 50
in. DBH. We witnessed extensive use of this area by pileated woodpeckers, deer
and burrowing mammals.

Figure 7: Sarcosphaera coronaria (violet crown cup)
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Figure 8: One of many unmapped seeps feeding into Riparian Reserve south of 3510

ONEW6O PROPOSED ROAD HEADI NG SOUTH OFF 3510

Figure 9 & 10 : typical view down proposed road  (9), and pocket of old growth trees (10 , below )
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Thi s | e Ngwdoad,heads generally

south off 3510 after the 3
most northerly hairpin turn and heads

south. This road would cut into forest

that is currently roadless, na tural and

consi der ed beauti f ul by
supporters. This area includes pockets of

old growth forest (ie. 4525.5346,
121 3 5. 1)1vhith would not benefit

from variable -density thinning, as they

are already quite variable and complex

Bark is concerned that roads are being

proposed through this part of the forest,

as we consider this area to have

wilderness qualities (namely being intact ,

roadless, visually impressive and
adjacentto an existing wilderness area ).

Just like the 3510 road,
we found healthy soils
along the route of th e
above proposed route,
with numerous myco -
heterotrophic plants
(fig. 12) indicating
dynamic mycorrhizal
communities underfoot.
After having walked the
route of this p roposed
road, we do not feel the

surrounding native
Figure 11: 55 in. DBH ponderosa pine adjacent to proposaste of new road forest would benefit
uniformly from

commercial fuels reduction logging and roadbuilding, especially as there is an
existing fuel break (road) to the west along the Mt. H ood Meadows property
boundary.
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