Cloak Talking Points: The Ugly Specifics
· Over 1300 acres of logging (that is over 2 square miles)

· Over 70 acres of clearcuts (of undetermined individual sizes) for deer and elk “forage enhancement.” Forage is listed as one of the limiting factors to deer and elk populations, there is no other limiting factors listed so there is no way to judge the value of this on deer and elk populations. In the past they relied on old-growth clearcuts to provide “forage enhancement” for deer and elk. Just a thought, but why not try pre-commercial plantation “forage enhancement.”
· Over 200 acres of logging within “protected” Riparian Reserves

· Over 300 acres of logging in forests with late-seral characteristics (this if code for they contain old-growth) EA, p.56

· Logging only 30’ to 50’ from stream banks

· Logging within wildlife connectivity corridors which will be logged again in only 10 years (p.40)

· Over 100 tons of nitrogen fertilizer in a sub-basin already damaged by too much nitrogen in the waterways, but don’t worry…we are re-assured that it not “expected” to cause any “short-term effects to soil physical, chemical, or biological functions.” Funny, why would anyone think that over 100 tons of fertilizer might have short-term adverse impacts?
· Nearly 2 miles of new roads built

· “Temporary roads” will be re-built (proving there is no such thing as a temporary road)

· 3.4 miles of closed and overgrown roads opened and re-built

· Roads built within Riparian Reserves as close as 100-150 feet from streams
· “funding for road maintenance is lower than the level needed to properly maintain the approximate 3000 miles of open roads on the forest.”

· Logging will occur in units where soil damage currently exceeds Forest Plan maximum levels of damage (p. 58). If logging is approved where it has damaged the soil so extensively in the past that it exceeds the Forest Plan, why is it being allowed to occur in these places at all?
· Logging will occur adjacent to spawning grounds of the Lower Columbia River Steelhead (officially listed as “Threatened” with extinction) and the Lower Columbia River Coho (candidate for listing). 
· EA advises public not to worry about water quality degradation due to sedimentation because it will be “undetectable at watershed scale” (p.28). Clearly, any fish killed due to the local sediment load from the road building and logging will appreciate that point. Further, any water temperature increases should abate in 15-20 years (feeling reassured yet? p. 28).
· Riparian Reserves which are designed to act as “connectivity corridors” for animals between Late Successional Reserves and Wilderness will experience extra-intense thinning which will destroy these connectivity corridors for the next 15-20 years.

· 86 acres of Nesting habitat for spotted owls within designated Spotted Owl Critical Habitat Units will be lost for 15 to 20 years.

· 1105 acres of spotted owl Dispersal habitat within designated Spotted Owl Critical Habitat Units will be lost for 15 to 20 years.

· In the cumulative impacts section (p. 44-45) 14 other timber sales are listed as damaging spotted owl habitat in the area, but the EA doesn’t list that actual amount of the cumulative impact or over what time period this impact has occurred. How many acres over how many years? Why is there a cumulative impact section if it doesn’t show cumulative impacts?
· “Therefore, in the context of the local and watershed scale, these alternatives would adversely affect the spotted owl and its habitat.” p.44 (Now that’s cumulative impact!)
· Over 1,000 acres of “plantation” forest currently does not have enough snags (standing dead trees or standing live hollow trees) even though the Forest Service admits that snags are essential for forest health for a variety of reason.  Even if they try to keep existing snags, “snags are difficult to retain during logging…” (p. 50) and “snags that are left standing are more prone to wind damage and snow breakage.” So they will “create” standing dead and hollow live trees via a number of methods (heart-rot inoculation, topping, etc.) even though they recognize that it will take 15-20 years for these creations to operate as snags (act as homes and food for various forest animals) and they will be lost in the next round of thinning planned for 15-20 years from now. So, in fact, these areas will never act as a healthy forest ecosystem and will only mimic private timber plantations.
· The National Forest Management Act requires National Forests to monitor the populations of a selection of species; these Management Indicator Species (MIS) act as a proxy to forest health (i.e., if their populations fall it indicates that the forest isn’t healthy). Mt. Hood National Forest uses Geographic Information Systems (GIS) to create maps of potential species habitats as a proxy for MIS species populations in a system known as “proxy-on-proxy.” The EA admits that this logging would degrade habitat for these critters…for which they have no population information. How is destroying habitat for a creature whose population you are suppose to monitor but you don’ a reasonable approach to monitoring forest health?
· They deflect concern about the logging on species of migratory birds that prefer un-thinned second growth because “protected lands” such as “riparian reserves” are around (p. 56). Yet, there is over 200 acres of intense logging planned in these “protected” reserves.

· They deflect concern about the logging on species of migratory birds that prefer early seral (recently logged) because unlike in the past when they clearcut leaving no standing trees they will create snags this time. But, as is well known, these trees that are left as snags won’t be working for the next 15-20 years and then when they start working they will be lost in the next round of logging. 
· That these Native stands are fantastic examples of fire recovery that has taken place without salvage logging. Since these stands have had no "management" (post-fire or otherwise) they are very important living laboratories for studying long-term post-fire recovery in the West Cascades.
· Never forget that “thinning” is just a slow motion clearcut. There are two or three rounds of thinning to maximize the timber production and then there is a clearcut. There is nothing “healthy” for the forest in this process, this system is designed to mimic private timber plantations.
