jcomments on the Huckleberry DFPZ Project

To: “Whitney Tayer, :Envjronmantal""(f_aord’ihatox, ‘Whitman Ranger District
Wallowa-Whitman National Forest, 1550 Dewey Ave:, Suité A, Baker City; OR ‘97814

*Pleasenote that our enclosed field survey sheets for a sample. of existing conditions in the Huckleber Ty
‘DFPZ project area are part of out comments as well as the associated sale umt phoiographs which are
listed and described on the survey sheets, “We may not be able to send’ you all or part of the photographs:
before the comment penod ends.

Re: the Stated Purpose-and Need for the Huckleberry DFPZ project:

The “need for safe evacuation routes” can e aceomplished: (as-much as possible) by simply
implementing non-commercial thinning up {0 9 dbh, as any excessive density of trees throughout the:
project area is within that NCT size class Jess than 9 dbl, based on our field surveying, Thewhole area
has been logged in some combination of high-grading, commercial thinning, and in the middle of sale:
units along highway 7, also alréady non-commercially thinied and still open in most of the sale units
there. Further, the vast majority of youngtomature and.old trees are {(in order of prevalence): Ponderosa
ping; Western larchi; and Db’ugla’q fir, all three of ' which are-highly. fire resistant—especially if they are:
allowed to grow inte matur 1ty anidqld. growth. Not logging the younger and matire Ponderosa pine,
Westers larch, and Dougias fir that-aiready have high live crowns and thickening bark would: make the:
stands even more fire tesistant if allowed to grow inta:the>/=21" dbh size class: As it is, these existing
stands are: already relatively fireresistant, due to the tree species’ composition and - the continuing effects:
~of past commercial thinning: breang up the continuity.of the canopy, with existing variable-density and
many openings. - - :

We.strongly recotiimend that the Huckleberry timber sale be changed to only non-commercial thmnmg
up to-9-10"dbh and/or prescribed burning to reduce the small-wood; which is the:most flamitiable.
Commereial thinning is really not necessary and should not'be doue in this project area. Science-based
i ndmgs that commercial logging actually increases fire intensity and-spread can be found below in our
comments. The stands are already ‘well set up for fire resistance, which was. probably the Forsst:Service
rationale for previous commercial thinning; hon-commercial thinning, and prescribed burning.

Surely there isBideii administration funding for wild fire risk reduction-or other funds that could be
used:to pay for non-commercial thinning and/cr prescribed fire in Wildland Urban Interface zones.. ‘The
Fotest can not-be endlessly expected to- pay for non-commercial thinning and prescribed fire through
commercial logging thatis cumulatively. destroying the forest ecosystens, eritically needed wildlife:
habiitat, and forest carbon séquesiration and storage essential to retain for 1educmg catastrophic climate: -
change effects, including more intense wild fire.

Whete.sale units are already: tree-marked with orange paint to save.those trees:from logging, there are
far'more orange-painted trees than nmmarked trees, p'lann'e'd' for lo'ggin'g, “This is.not the tsnal use.of
orange paint marking to save because.a commercial fimber sale in these sale nnits just-doesn’t make
sense, dug-to all the past Jogging of mature and lag ge trees and-the commerclal thinning already having
created numerous gaps in the.canopy. : .

The Forest Serv1ce needs to slop commercxal loggmg ot such sholt lotatmns as 30 years or less: (the '_ '
current rotation) with increasingly low basal retention on a landscape scale and sfop removing mature



foiest cover and large trees, which are more importait thah ever to retain viable forest ecosystems and
maximize tree-based carbon sequestration-and storage to help prevent a nightmare future forour children
and glandchﬂdren of prolonged droughts, extreme storms; unprecedented heat waves, more intense wild
fifes, and ccosystem collapse as 10-50% of all species are now expected by biclo gists such as E.O.
Wﬂson to go extinct by the end of the century if Greenhouse gas emissions are not drastically reduced
and natural carbon sinks; including intact mature forest ccosystéms; atre not préserved.

The plan to log “all trees™ within ten feet of the roads seems to be'ap attempt to make a commercial
timber sale pay for all the other work, such as non-commercial thinning and prescribed burning, which are
far more effective for fire risk reduction than commercial logging, which is counter-productive. Even the
pole-sized trees are below 9-10” dbh (I measured an average pole-sized tree in sale unit 16 and the
average pole tree was anly about 7.5” dbh) and ¢ould be non-comrhercially thinned or made availabte for
pub_l'ic'.ﬁrewo_od. cutting. The vast majority of any excess tree density that could increase fire: intensity and
spread is only denser patches of seedlings and saplings.

Further, the plan to Jog all trees within ten feet of the roads, including trees >/= 217 dtih, would now be
in violation of the Forest Plan Eastside Screens 217 dbh cutting limit, since none of the roadside trees that
1 saw weré legitimate hazard trees, and since Judge Ajkern ordered that the decision of the Region 6 Forest
Plan amendment to enable large tree logging greater than the217 dih limit had to be vacated, which
means that the 217 dbh- limit is re-instated. I found and documented some of the roadside trees over.21”
dbh.marked blue to cut. See one of the survey sheets that documented a whole group of mature and old
growth Ponderosa pine and Westérn larch, in which 5 of the 9 trees are oveir217” dbh—if measured
correctly, since the markings to cut were higher than 476 as required. ‘See also our photograph
descriptions and recommendations for two 6ld growth Ponderosa pines over21 dbh that are marked to
cut next to foad 1090, Thete are pr obably more live, non-hazard trees marked to cut along the roads that
are over 217-dbh, as 1 didn’t survey the full extent of all the roads next to sale units or that access sale
units. All the trees marked to. cut that ate 217 or larger have to be re-marked to save and.not beJo gged.

Elements of the proposed management are mconsistent with the stated purpose and need for the.
Huckleberry DFPZ project through Forest Service failure to consider the findings of muich current best.
available science and failure to disclose significant scientific controversy ova_r'Foras't Service
assumptions used to rationalize commercial logging, including for the creation and promised maidtenance
of “fuel™ breaks being-_"c'iaimed “to reduce the risk of uncharacteristic wildfire” on federal land and private
lands of local communities.

Ther’é are many current and recent science findings that dispute the idea that *“fuel” breaks will reduce
-or stop “uncharacteristic” wildfire, such as climate change-driven fires, which the Forest Service ignores.
-and excludes from dlsclosurc n theu' pubhc relatlons narf atwe The fo]lowmg quotes are’ takf:n from the
Ha_ns_o_n, aresearch eco_l_oglst_ Wl_t__h a Ph. D, i :ec::ology and the Dlrector of the Ji ohn_Mulr Proj f:ct. Qf Earth
Tsland Institiite. We recomimend that you read this book in its entirety.

For.example, take a close: look at the 2018 ‘Camp Fire in the northern Sierra Nevada of California and
how it burned. Dr. Hanson relates. that: “... the Forest Service issued-a-decision i 2011 to log more than
1,500 acres Uf'pubiic land adjacent to Pa_rad_lsc and Concow, explicitly telling the communities that this
would protect them from a future fire."(footnote 8, p. 237) The Concow logging project rernoved 2
million board feet of commercial timber-—ix the form of live; mature trees—and carried out biomass
logging across 2 large expanse within an earlier (2008) fire area, intensively logging and clear-cutting
snag forests and removing thousands of tons of dead trees as commodities for incineration and energy



production in commercial biomass markets.” Yet “... the Camp fire destroyed more than 14,000 homes,
and eight-five people lost their lives. One of the most immediate realizations was that miost of the homes.
lost had already been in flaming ruins before the Camp Fire reached the fowns of Paradise and Concow:
Ethbers landed Tike a bail storm, thrown by-winds for miles in advance of the flames:...An extensive
investigation by the Los dngeles Times exposed the shocking ineffectiveness of wildland logging and -
chaparral temoval conducted under the giise of creating “fiiel breaks® by state-and federal agencies: 9-
(Curt M. Brad]ey, Chad T. Hanson,. and Dominick A. DellaSala, “Doss Increased Forést Protection
Correspond to Higher Fire Severity in Frequent Fire Forests of the Westeri USA?” -Eeosphere 7;n0. 10
(October 2016): article e01492.) " “During the hit, dry, gisty coxditions that typmal]y prevail durmg
climate- and weather-driven fires, winds foss the firebrands for miles, right over these so-called fuel.
breaks and inte surrcunding towns. When the flames themselves reach the fuel breaks, they simiply burn
through them—often driven more intensely by logging slash debris, tree pJanta‘mons, Or invasive grasses
spread by logging...” (p. 195)

“An entire neighborhicod in the town of Parddise was destroyed by embers before the Camp firé even’
reached'the area. Notethe live green trees surroundingthe remains of the burned homes. [re: a
photograph of that hicinerated neighborhood:on p. 196) Otice the Camp fire reached Paradise amd
Concow, it did not burn nearly as intensely as it did when it was spreading 1hrough the heavily loggad
ateas surrounding the towns. Thisis why most of the trees i these townis'were still green and oaly lightly
scorch'e’_d_, which I witnessed ﬁr-sl"hand._’_’ (Digital Glabe, 2018)

Talse witnessed these conditions on the ground in Paradise not long afterthe fire: Thus “fuel breaks™
are ineffective; espe'dially wrider extrémie climate changg:- Closér to home, keep in mind that the ret’:eﬁt '
fire that _]umped the McKenzie River to burn both sides of the waterway, torching mtensely onthe.
prevmusiy clearcut ridgelines: of derise small trees from regeneration.. L1kew1se the Eagle Creek fire even
Jumped the Columbia River, Whlch is'about a mﬂe wide.

As for the perceived ¢ need” to commercially log; #’s not really about reducing fire risk but to. pay for
the kinds of manggement that-could be more effective in reducmg fire: initénsity (assuming that:this:
managéiient i still effective wheh a five actually happens in that Tocatici, which is extreingly unlikely
statistically) suehi s nori-commercial thinning up to 9 dbh and:prescribed burning, which-deal with the
most flammablesmall biomass, and to placate timber lobbyists-of 2. dwindling mclustry, due to extensive
and intéhsive logging fot-about a ¢entury in eastérn Oregon.

Logging undel the guise of “thmmng ot only is now ustally virtual clearcutting, but also moving into
less logged orneverlogged higher elevation moistamixed conifer forest that typically has ash seils. with
high smoisture retention. Historically these forests have been at least partlaily protected as mumc1pa1
watersheds protecting communities™ municipal water supplies-and downstream abundant flows- for fish,

“other'aguatic species; and tipafian ecosystéms.. Cotmeicial logging atid biomass removal don’t “crcate
réstore, and maintain a fire-resistant landscape

Dr. Hanson. descnbcs the prablems. associated with mature tree logging for presumecl assoclated forest
fire risk reduction:: “A; typical thinning pI‘O_] ect kills and removes the majority of- trees.in & given stand;
including many mature trees and.even some. old-growth trees. In addition to leaving b.sh_lnd._.com.bushble
slash: debris, this.reduces the-cooling shade ofilie forest canopy, creatirig hotter-and drier conditions on
the forest floor and stimulating the growth of understory grasses, shrubs, and small tree that can readily
carry flames. Furthet, in these thinned areas, the winds {hat drive wildland fires can move through the.
'fo'rest' more _rap'id-iy, and the fires often burn more: intensely-because there are fewer frees to buffer and
slow the winds.” (pp. 15-16) These conclusions were aiso found in & Sierra Nevada study.



The Purpose and'Need for the Huckleberry DFPZ project says that; “The primary purpose of this
project is to establish and maintain fue} breaks to reduce the risk of uncharactetistic wildfire.on both
Federal land and the Sumpter Valley community.” (p. 1) Scientists also dispute the assumption that
biomass reduction and removal reduces-fire risk: “fn addltlon the biomass logging industry fails to
mention that, by removingvital nufrients in trees and compacting soils with heavy machinery, logging
substantiaily reduces the carbon sequestration and storage capacity of the forest. Logging-related soil
compaction alone can reduce forest carbon sequestratien and storage capacity by 30 percent, and
redictions of 50 to 75 percént sometimes. oceur: 34 Carbon sequestration and storage capacity losses of
an additional 15 percent or more can result from nuirient removal from the ecosystem. 357 (34. William
J. Elliot et al., “The Effects of Forest Management on Erosion and Soil Productlwty” Symposium on Soil
Qualify and Eroszon TInteraction, Keystone, CO, July 7, 1996) (35.J.D. Walmsley et al., “Whole Tree
Harvesting Can Reduce Second Rotation Forest Productivity,” Forest Ecology and Managemem 257
(2009): 1104-11.)

Further; “Scientific studies have found that only about one-fifth of the wood in trees removed by
logging makes its way into luriiber products that temporarily store carbon i in bujldings. 36 (36 Tara W.
Hudiburg: et al., “Meeting GHG Reduction Targets Requires Accounting for All Forest Sector Emissions,”
Environmental Research Letters 14 (2019) article 095005; Ann Ingerson, U.S. Forest Carbon and Climate
Change (Washington, DC: Wilderniess Society, 20007).

“Importantly, in the forests of the United States, logging causes ten times more COZ emissions than the
combined emiissions from wildland fires and tree mortality from drought and native bark beetles. 38 (38.
N.L, Harris et al., “Attribution of Net Carbon Change by Disturbance Type-across Forest Lands of the
Conterminous United States,” Carbon Balance Management 11 (2016): article 24,

Yet wildfires are portrayed as the larger source of CO2 emissions than the process of logging, which is
the biggest source of CO2 emissions in Oregon. “Overall, logging in US forests canses 617 million tons
of: CO2 emissions each year, 39 with an additional 106 million tons of indirect CO2 emissions-due to
transportation associated with logging. 40 Moreover, while US forests sequester 1.66 billion tons of CO2.
cach:year, logging is preventing that figure from being & at least 30 percent higher because of logging-
related soil damage and mutrient removal and the conversion of mature Forests to young tree plantations.
41 The overall impact of logging in US forests is miore: than 1 billion tons of CO2 each year, or about the
‘same as the overall effect of coal production.” (p. 95) (39. Harris et al., “Attribution of Net Carbon
‘Change by Disturbance Type.” 40. Ingerson, U.S. Forest Carbon.and Climate Change. 41. Elliot et al.,
“Effects of Forest Management on Erosmn and Soil Productivity”, W.R. Moomaw-ef-al., “Intact Forests.
of the United States: Proforestation Mitigates Climate €hange and Serves the Greatest Good Frontiers
in Forests and Global Change 2 (2019): article 27.

The Forest Service urgently needs a paradigm shift fo abandoning commercial logging and biomass:
removal as its dominant mission. Forést.carbon setuestration and storage:in trees can continue for up to
hundreds of years if the trees are allowed to grow into. old growth, become a snag, and.persist as.a log
storing carbon. As James Hanson, a well kriown climate scientist bas peinted.out, it is critical hot just to
end thie use of fossil fuels, but also to preserve natural carbon sinks, including the oceans and forests, to
keep global warming increases to 1.5 degrees Celsius or to bring CO2 levels down. Retention and

-maxirnization of forest carbon sequestration and storage is necessary.to reduce climate chaos for future
generations, to help stop mass species extinetions, and to avoid the break down of ecological processes
and functions that support life-on Earth.



So'in the context of the science cited-above and abundanit field evidence, the forest stands are generally
rore at risk of greater fire infensity and spread doe to logging removal of more fire-resistant mature.and
large frees. As noted in our survey sheets, to allow these stands to become more fire resistant, it’s
necessary to-let most of the younger-mature frees and all of the mature trees té grow larger for
accomplishing greater fire resilience; more support for declining wildlife species that. require mature,
large; and/or old tree strueture; and to maximize forest carbon sequestration and storage to.reduce extreme
global warming events, such as: climate-driven wildfire. That’s a win-win-win seenario if commercial
'logglng and excessive biomass removal is avoided,

Ariother science finding that calls to-question the effectiveness.of so-called “Defensible Fuel Profile
‘Zones” or “fuel breaks™ in generai is-that there js an extremely low-chance of “fuel breales™ being
effective when a firé actually occurs in the area that had biomass removal. It is very unlikely that the
Forest Service-would “maintain™all the DFPZs and “fuel” breaks every 10-15 years, as there is no
guaranteed funding for this and the Forest Service prioritizes commercial timber sales.

‘Wiien mature freés are removed by logging, this stimulates re-growth of far more flammable young
small trees that will grow in densely, as can be seen in‘fhe.Huck-l'sberry project area, where the only
exceptional density is-due fo seedlings and saplings that regenerated after past overstory removal from.
commercial thirming_ and/or high-grading. .

The following purpose and need statement on p. 1 can be met without commercial logging and
excessive grouad dlsmrbance and biomass removal: “The: puerSe and need for this project can bg
rxuuumpumu.d u}r’ Ci’C:’i&ii’ig Pu;Ci’i%i]’u‘lu I ul.-; X X\Iﬁll.r LOnes (D P a; aLLaLCE,1Cau\-’ lua.u»d l.;_cmu,wum alUJ.Lg
roads and ridgetops where trée densitiés, canopy base heights, surface fuel loadings and ladder fuels:are
reducedto modify: fire behavior and provide asafe place for firefigliters totnitiate fire suppression -
activities.” (p.'1) Instead of the current proposed action, thie Forest Service can and should drop-all the
commércial'ldggihg, as the commercial thinning has already happened-and still has open’ stands and
variable:density stands, with the only exceptional density being seedlings and saplings-and some pole-
sizedtrees. These could be thumed non-commercially or for'a biomass. buyer Howaver the “energy
efficient” “biomass pailcts are a falsa solution for reducmg Grcenhousc gas eitissions, The sale units
aiong highway 7 are ali ready commerclaﬂy thinned, high- gmded and mostly” non—commerclally thinned.
“There’s no need to be:* favormg fire resistant tree species” as the three most prevalent tree species are all
known to be very ﬁl 2 resistant, abpecmﬂv if ailowad to become large and b1g Most forest in the ared has
aiready been converted into Ponderosa pine pJantatlons aiready, with some of the Westerr Jarch and
Douglas fir left already-becoming mahire, with liigh live. crowns and vu'tually 10 low branches. The
larger they grow, the more fire resistant they become as the bark BIOWS thlcker with age and the live
canopy moves higher:

The only reduction of existing “fuels™ (biomass) and live “fuels” that favor torching and crown fire
throughout the project area are really just seedlings and saplings. There’s already-many gaps in the:
ovetstory canopy from past logging, so the canopy-does.not lend itself to extensive crown fire. In some
cases, such as:in sale unit 17, there are some patches of down logs from likely bark.beetle mfestaﬁon or:
heat stress from growing too-close together on.marginal soils. However, this is mostly f the. exceptlon and
th area needs miore shags and Togs for wildlife. So-non-commercial thmnmg and/’cu prescnbed bummg
could be useful in achieving the purpose and need goals.

This is what we fecommend: ¢hanging plans from cominercial To geing to Just using non-commercial
thinning and prescribed burning, only where really needed. Examples of salgunits that really don’t need
anything done for fire risk _reduc_tmn. inchude-all or most of the sale units along highway 7 that are already



open mature stands of mostly or all Ponderosa pine. Ina few cases, there area also fire-resistant Western
larch. and Douglas fif; as in sale unit 3, which is probably more reflective of the tree species mix that was
there historically, judging by the many fir.and larch stumps in many sale wnits.

Re: the Proposed Action:

*Drop all commercial thinning of mature trees, both ground-based and cable assisted. Even the ground-
based sale units are not likely to be economical to log commerclally, let along the cable-assisted logging.
See our other reasons for opposing: commercial logging above.

*Drop planning to log all irees within 10 feet of the roads. The Forest Service must at least retain.all the
trees equal to or larger than 217 dbh. All trees marked to-cut in RHCA buffers should not be removed,
Trees for felling into creeks or floodplains should be limited to up to 157 dbh to'allow for growth of trees
to large, more fite resistant frees. See our survey sheet dcscnbmg agroup of 9 trees within the Trout
Creek RECA buffer that ave all marked 1o cut-although none of them are hazard trees and 5 of thei are
over 21 dbh-—near sale unit 18 and the junction of road 1100 and Trout Creek.

*Drop all proposed 11 segnients of “temporary” roads over a total of 2.4 miles. “Temporary” roads are
seldom effectively closed and fully-decommissioned. Usually they are “stored” for future use as “existing
disturbance™ for re-use in the next timber sals in the area, becoming a de facto system road.. Further, '
“temporary” roads fragment forest habitat and increase access for hvcslock damage, illegal firewood
cutting, ATV incursions; fur trapping, and introduction and dispersal of i invasive exotic plants. We are
opposed to all “lemporary” road construt.tlon and to re-opening of closed roads that are not being
maintained for seasonal use.

*There really aren’t that many blind corners on these roads except-for road 1170, which are in the midst
of incredibly dense non-comumercial thin size Ponderosa pine plantatlons The highest priority should be
nen-commercial thinning and later ptescribed burning of these dense Ponderesa- pme thickets from past
clear-cutting and: over-planting——which are-also nearest to the piivate lands that may be residential.

Re: the Riparian Habitat Conservation Areas: We support legitimate riparian restoration to meet ripa'l"ian
managemient objectives. Any trees felled within RHCAs should not be removed. Given the shottage of
large and old trees fhroughout the project area there should be no felling of trees greater than. 14-15 dbh
into Clear Creek, Trout Creek, and their tributaries. This would allow for retaining large trees in RHCAs,
which triples their wildlife diversity and retains large trees for future ongoing stream recruitment and.
floodplain roughness, as well ds for increasing large tree carbon sequestration and storage. Wherever
possible, trees should be tipped into creeks and tributaries with roet wads attached for greater fish habitat
complexity, pool formation, sediment catcliment, or to cause greater meandering of the stream channel
and for slowing severe storm surface runoff effects io streams.

Re: Table 2:

*Drop all 1,926 acres of ground-based eommercial thinning. Overall, a commercial timber sale would be:
both eeologically destructive and uneconomical,

*Drop all 350 acres of cable-assisted steep slope logging, which could increase érosion, endanger loggers;.
and be gcologically destiuctive and uneconomical. '

*Non-commercial thinning-over _689-_ac1-es_(.or_ less) is acceptable and could increase human safety in the
event of a fire occurring during the limited time span of effectiveness. We prefgr more hand piling and



little to'no machine grapple piling, as that causes moré ground disturbance and moré loss of dowh waod.
habitat,

* We support preseribed burning after the non-commercial thinning under appropriate conditions of
humidity, ambient air temperature, and wind speeds. We oppose prescribed burning during the spring;
reproductive season for plants-and wildlife. However, the Umatifla National Forest: on the. Heppﬁer
District successfully implements prescribed burning: ‘before full snow melt and before the splmg
reproductive season starts, which we support. : -

*Scale down the felling of roadside trees within 10 feet of the road to only legitimate hazard trees and
{rees less than 157 dbh. This would-allow more mature trees to: grow into large and old trees and maintain
scenic views. This is an ared with high recreational use, including ATV riding, camping, Hunting, and
fishing.

*Scale down the road-side logging by doing more pruning.of lower branches of mature trees for better
gight distarice and fire resistance. This would also refdin miore reécreational values and wildlife habitat.
There is no real need for clearing 10 feet from the outer edge of tunouts. Pruning of lower branches
could also accommgdate better sight distance on blind carves, rather than cutting down all the trees within
ten feet from the road on blind curves.

*See our other coraments on our sample field survey sheets.
Re: the (ategorical Exclusion:

The Forest-Service 'chronically neglects io acknowledge and disclose the scientific controversy over
their use '_o_f_ “Condition Classes” and “Fire Regime Groups”, which have been found. to be inaccurate use
of the science.

Under the CE anthority, “The project maximizes retaining old growth and large trees”, whick is not
done:by logging or felling large trees ==/> 21" dbh, which also fails to increase large arld old tree
abundance by logging trees >/=15” dbh, which cumulatively prevents the majority of the forest from
developing more large and old trees for wildlife habitat, fish habitat, recreational values, and maximizing
carbon sequestration-and storage to teduce extreme climate change effects. There’s a great deficit in large
and 6ld trees in this project area compared to historical conditions. The lack of large and old frees and the
many large stumps attest to past logging removal. This deficit amplifies the need to retain all laige trees
>/=721" dbh except for legitimate roadside hazard trees, and fo retain most or all trees >/= 15" dbh to
restore historic levels of large and old trees, which are also the maost five resistant trees.

Many wildlife species dependent on large free structure are in decline, including Managentent Indiestor
Species, including Primary Cavity Excavating woodpeckers such as Sensitive-listed Lewis’ woodpecker
atid White-headed woadpecker, as well as MIS American marten, which is ranked as Vulnerable in
Oregon, Sensitive-listed Pacific fisher require large firs for cavity denning and big log runways through
the forest. Pileated woodpecker may be starfing to decline dué to logging targeting their habitat, as well
as-the‘focal species, Great Gray owl. T saw-or:hé_ard two primary cavity éxc‘avatin g:-w.oodpe_cker-s,-With--_a_
sighting and photographs of a female Blackbacked woodpetker in sale unit 17, and hearing a Hairy
woodpecker,

We are also concerned that there are very few large or old growth snags and logs for woodpecker
species, as well as very little abundance of snags, which Blackbacked woodpeckers require, along with
abundant down and elevated logs for winter foraging. A Northern Flicker was heard in sale unit 17.
Northern Flickers are in decline and an MIS Primary Cavity Excavator. There were signs-of elk in



various sale units: elk scat and/or elk tracks and elk/deer (rails.-were found in sale units 16, 18, 15, and 3.
Elk select for greater tree density for hiding and thermal cover. Too much trée removal could leave the
sale unit habifat unsuitable for elk. T also saw and photographed a Mule deer doe: in sale unit 17, looking
very malnourished.

Thank you for your opportunity to subm it additional comments. Please let me know what
extraordinary circumstances are being considered during analysis and the decision-making process, and
your conclusions. Plesse keep me informed of all developments and changes with the Huckleberry DFPZ
project,

Unfortunately, I won’t be.able to send you all the photographs I took in the sale-units before the
comitient deadline, but they are described by tiriestarip on each survey sheet. Let me kuow if you would
like me to-send you all or most of the photos when ] am -able to send them to.you.

I doii’t have any regular or easy internet dccéss from Apiganti] early November: Please contact me
with any questions or new developments via my veicemail
Thank yon for consideration of our comments.
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Steepness of slope/aspect of slope (diréction it faces):

___ Landslide risk, describe:
Density of roads (per sq. mi):
Effects of livestock grazing:
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holes, foraging, burfows, canopy in preen sales, riparian areas without buffers, relative. severlty of bum
if fire salvage sale, old. growth grove, cattle damage, cumulative impacts of former logging, healthy-
mixed-conifer, etc.. Minimize number of photos. Draw map of unit'& show differences in different
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