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Best Management Practices Evaluation

Veg B. Landings
(Reference BMPs Veg-1, Veg-2, and Veg-6)
DRAFT September 2009

@oo7

_Header (1 page)

1. Type of review being performed today. Circle one: 2. It currant review Is for effectiveness only, what was the date of

the implementation review for this site?
Implementation  Effectiveness Both Implementation
: and Effectiveness

3. Today’s date: I/&?/ZolZ-
4. Reviewer(s) and Title(s): .

GCusen Cot(cb/' dxewet Se¢ ( S‘Cc censhef

5. Region: 6. Forest:

06 Mt Houd Natsiol Fovest - MccC{uM River Romge, Qostred”
8. Reason for monitoring. Clrcle &ll that apply: ' -

WO/RO Targets Forest Plan rcject Review Other (specify):

9. Name of imber sale: 10. Harvest unit number:
Swag Thin  Shusadship >3

)
11.6" lovel HUC for the subwatershed this landing Is In: 7 O"lOO t 0300L

12. s the landing located within a municipal watershed? 13. Is the landing located within an SMZ?
Clrcle one: @ No Circlecne:  Yes

14. Distance to nearast water body located in the same 15. Slope between landing} water body (percent):
watershed as the landipg (ft or m, specify units):

155 6| 2503+ &3 \,__m

16. Date contract requirements for the landing were accepted: 17. Approximate size of landing (ac, ft’, ha, m?, specily units):
03 / 20t 0.2 acves

18. Is this an on-site landing? Clrcle cne: No

19. Has there been a 2-yr or greater recurrence Interval rainfall or runoft avent since landing use was ended"
Circle one: No  Don'l know

It Yes, how recentty did that event cccur? Clrcle ang?” During the \ During the During the 1-2 More than
\@t month_/pasté months pastyear  years ago 2 years ago

*20. Conditions present today.

Circle al that apply:@ Snow  Snowpackon  Melting No
the ground snow precipitation

affecting or potentlally affecting water, aguatic, or riparian resources?

21. Does the Forest have a contingency and emergency response plan applicable to handiing/treating chemical or fuel spills or leaks
Circle one: @ No .

22h. 22¢c. 23a. 23b. 23c.
UTM Zone u Ps Easting: Northing: Latitude: Longitude: LatL.ong Datum:

g3 | 0670313 | Yadauqi

Form Veg B Draft September 2009
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Best Management Practices Evaluation

Implementation (2
[T Wereal landing provisions from planning to protect water, aquatic, and riparian resources Included in the contract? Circle one:
a—Not applicable, landing provisions to protact water, aquatic, and riparian resotrces were not developed during planning
c. No ‘
. If No, what pravisions from planning were not included In the cantract or plan?

w

2. Does the landing location meet Forest Service Handbook, Forest Plan, and NEPA decislon requlrements? Clrcle one:

e

—t—No

It No, what requirements were not mst?

3. Does the landing size meet standards? Circle one;

If No, what standards were not met?

4. Have specified erosion control measures (mechanlcal, physical, vegetative) pertalning to landings been Implemented fully?
Circle one:

ﬁmﬂcable. no speciﬂed erosion control measures

If No, what measures should have been implemented that wers not?

5. Were landing operations adjusted to contral compaction, ercsion, and/cr runcff during wet periods? Circle one:
a.__ Not applicable, no wet periods during landing use
6. Was supplemental erosion control applied to the landing? Circle cne;
Not needed.

eeHat ot applied
c. Neededandapp{i

It applled, what supplemental erosion control was used?

7. Wera chemical or fuel spifis or leaks that wera reported on this landing during its use handledireated accarding to the contingancy
and emergency response plan? Clrcle one: '

[epo ea S O > ‘2 handled/ - ate
d. No, reparted spms or leaks were not handed/u'eatad acoording to tha plan

Form Veg B Draft September 2009
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/ Best Management Practices Evaluation

8. Provide information about corrective actions needed to improve implementation.

9. Provide Informaticn about adaptive manage;nem actions needed to Improve Implementation.
NM disce 55,0 alw:‘nﬁ /ﬂ/‘-nn:'nj mc-r-ﬂ"{‘njg alowf 't tonn
L requivemensts v bepug Hat alose rwtds do /n—m.o&u..lg —_—
+ilZ e~ Seems l'na-aé‘z,‘..\'ﬂﬂ-

M A2D " Form Veg B Draft September 2009



01/31/12 22:11 FAX 5036302299 CLACKAMAS RIVER RD do10

Best Management Practices Evaluation

“Effectiveness (2 ages) .
1. Is there evidenca of ercsion or sedimentation from the landing? Clrcle one; when multiple occurrences would yield different
Seie "‘] SAVErR O g B8

b. ng, bul ng off of It (go to question 9)
¢. Evidence off of the landing, but not reaching the SMZ (go to question 6)
d. Evidence in the SMZ, but not reaching the water bady (go to question 2)
e. Evidence of sediment transport to or deposition in the water bady (go to question 3)

2. What s the shortest distance between the evidence and the nearest water body? (it or m, speclfy units):
3. Towhat type of water body is the SMZ adjacent cr was the sediment delivered? Circle one:

y a. Ephemeral stream
b. Intermittent stream -
¢. Persnnial stream/river :
d. Pond
’ e. Lake
f.  Woetland or wet meadow
g. Other (specify): :

4., Whatls the design width of the SMZ assoclated with the water body? (it or m, specify unlts):
5. Is this the same SMZ that was evaluated on form Veg A7 Clrcle one:

a. Yes
b. No

8. Forall of the occurrences of erosicr/sedimentation observed in the area you (dentifled In effectiveneoss question 1, what is
the evidence? Circle all that apply: .

Sheet erosion

Rills

Gullles

Head cuts

Slumping .
Mass wasting

Sediment plumes or sediment accumutations
Turbidity

7. Whatls the source? Circle all that apply:
Landing deck

Landing fillslope

Landing drainage outiet
System road

Other (speclfy):

s the cause? Circle all that apply:

No water control features Installed

Improper spacing of water control features

Improper construction of water control features

Improper or inadequate maintenance of water control features

Poorly located landing

Improper grade

Fallure to rip landing

Poor erosion contrel on roads and tralls that contribute water onto the landing
Other causes assoclated with the use of this landing (specify):

Fe~paoop

papgp

8. What

~“Fa~ppogp

I8 ‘ Other causes not associated with the use of this landing (specify):

8. Is there evidence of chemical or fusl spills cf leaks, or chemical or fusl waste containers on the landing or traceable to the landing
that have not been reported on another BMP form during this evaluation? Circle one:

a. gs.(ga 10 guestioh 10
b.__Np (go to qusstion 11

10. What is that evidence? Clrcle all that apply:

Evidence of chemical or fue! spills or leaks on the landing but not moving off of It

Ev!dencab:gy:hemlcal fuels or splils or leaks extending from the landing into the harvest area, but not reaching the SMZ
or water .

Evidence of chemical or fuel spills extending from the landing into the SMZ, but not reaching the water body

Evidence of chemicals or fuel spills extending from the landing to the water body

Evidence of chemical or fuel waste contalrers, but not In the SMZ

Evidence of chemicat or fual waste contalners In the SMZ

Evidence of chemical or fuel waste contalners In the water body

#H/ 12 o W vty =

Form Veg B Draft September 2009
5”"72( A2LD

eap op

©Q ™~
g




01/31/12 22:12 FAX 5036302299 CLACKAMAS RIVER RD - [do11

Y

Best Management Practices Evaluation

Veg C. Ground-Based Mechanical Harvest
(Reference BMPs Veg-1, Veg-2, and Veg-4)
DRAFT September 2009

. _Header (1 page)

1. Type of review being performed today.

2. If current review is for effectiveness only, what was the date of
the implementation review for this site? ’
Both Implementation

Implementation Effectiveness
. and Effectiveness

. 3. Teday's date: | /3' /ZOI'L
e a&ﬂ"fﬁr, dxéwet~ Seil Sciembist—

5 R iun:‘ 6. Forest: 7. District:
o 6

8. Reason for monitoring. Circle all that apply: — o
* WO/RO Targets Forest Plan éojecl Review ) Other (specify):
9. Name of imber sale: 10. Harvest unit number:

‘ Swao Thin Stewavdshiw
11. 6" level HUC for the subwatershed this harvest unitIs in:

Claekomas River Ronse, (Nbnrt-

23

1709 0211 O30

12. Is the harvest unit lccated within a municipal watershed? Circle one? @ No

13. Describerthe treatment within harvest unit;
Th ivinhe, — pms:r/{l;&;& - .hﬂ:_‘:‘;"“s .
Skecded ~~oall sfidtee ¢ 15. Date harvest operations ended:
lami‘?»?u,. 25% b 5% operatians o9 /2ol
16. Has there been a. 2-yr or greater recurrence interval rainfall or runoff event since ground based harvesting was completed?
Circle one: @ No . Don't know

It Yes, how recently did that event occur? Clrcle one: /During Buring the During the 1-2 More than
pastmonth _pasté months  pastyear yearsago 2 years ago

14. Date harvest operations began: oy / 2ot}

17. Conditions present today:
Circlo all that apply: Rain  Snow  Snowpackon  Melling -, No
the ground snow | precipitation

-} 18. Does the Forest have a contingency and emergency response plan agplicable o handling/treating chemical or fuel spills affscting or
potentially affegting water, aquatic, and riparian resources?

. Clrcle one: No
' 19a. 18b. 19c. 20a. 20b. 20c. .
%m g:ne: nwes Easting: Northing: Latitude: Longltude: LatLong Datum:
tum:
NADS3 | 0574298 Y9915 24

-

Form Veg C Draft Septembel 2009



01/31/12 22:12 FAX 5036302299 CLACKAMAS RIVER RD @o12

' Best Management Practices Evaluation

Implementation (2 pages .

1. Weroe all ground-based harvesting provisions from planning to protect water, aquatlc, and riparian resources included in the
contract? Circle ane:

a.  Not applicable, ground-based harvesting provisions to protect water, aquatic, and riparian resources were not develaped

planning '
( b. Y%%

if No, what provisions from planning were not included in the contract?

2. Where were ground-based mechanical harvest areas Identified and delineated? Circle all that apply:
(b —Ontha gronnd —
¢.  Neither on maps nor on the ground .
3. Did locations of all skid roads/ralls and other temporary roads meet Forest Service Handbook, Forest Plan, and NEPA decislon
requirements? Clrcle one: ’
a. Not applicable, no temporary roeds canstructed, or no tempoarary road location requirements
b, 0s

If No, what requirements were not met? ]
Procosga- on >4o0h Slopes W as ved
PR c ettt € ot M pead of S{as regud
Wgrmu:“;&'g gb.‘“ prrtebly needed,

4. Did the areal extent of the transportation system (skid roads/trails, femporary roads, system roads, and landings) within the sample
unit meet standards? Circle one:

a. Not applicable, no area standards
b.__Yes

It No, what standards were not met? Dedvivnendad Soil Condition wes > 15
. T (WS qresdas bafi-e s hovvesd "“@

’

5. Have specified eroslon control measures (mechanical, physlcal, vegetative) pertaining to ground-based mechanical harvesting
been implemented fully? Circle one:

applicable, no speclfied eroston control measures
b YesS
A o

{f No, what measures should have been Implemented that were not?

6. Were harvesting and/or skidding operations adjusted to control compaction, eroslon, and/or runoff during wet pericds? Circle one:
a. _Not applicable, no wet perlods during operations :
b, Yes

c. NO
7. Was supplemental eroslon control applied within the project area? Circle one:

geded b tnotapp;[ed
¢. Nesded and applied

It applied, what supplemental‘eroslon control was used?

] 8. Were chemical or fuel spilis or laaks that were reported in this unit during ground-based mechanical harvesting handled/treated
according to the contingency and-emergency response plan? Circle one:

Not applicable, the Forest has no contingercy and emergency response plan
@Nm applicable, o spills or leaks were reportad during ground-based harvesting
¢.  Yes, reported spills or leaks were handledftreated according to the plan
d.  No, reported spilis or leaks were not handled/treated according to the plan

Form Veg C Draft September 2009
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01/31/12 22:12 FAX 5036302299 CLACKAMAS RIVER RD @013

Best Management Practices Evaluation

9. Provide informalion about corrective actions needed to improve implementation.

- —

10. Provide Information about adaptive management actions needed to improve implementation.

H)«v’& odverse. Sl olisewss fas elmvj f/ %m""? — Sfiputafts
Stepe. {wacd w EA4. ’

Form Veg C Draft September 2009
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Best Management Practices Evaluation

Effectiveness (3 pages) .
[ 1. Excluding water body crossings and their approaches, is there evidence of erosion or sedimentation caused by harvesting or

skidding/transporting logs? Circle one; when multiple occumrences wauld yield different answers, select the most severe
evarty Incraasing from a to d.

occurrence, with s
a.  No evidence (go to question 8!

b. dencewitin the harvest area, but not reaching the.SMZ (ga to question 6)
c.  Evidence In the SMZ, but not reaching the water body (go to question 2)
d.  Evidence of sediment transport to or deposition in the water body (go to question 3)

2. What s the shortest distance between the evidence and the nearest waler bedy? (ft or m, specify units): _
3. To what type of water body is the SMZ ad]acent or was the sediment defivered? Circle one:

a. Ephemeral stream

b. Intermittent stream

¢. Perennial stream/river
d. Pond

e. Lake

f.  Wetland or wet meadow

g. Other (specify): .

4. What s the design width of the SMZ assaclated with the water body? (ft ar m, specify units):

5. s this the same SMZ evaluated on BMP form Veg A for this harvest unit? Circle one:

a. Yes
b. No

——T 2.
6. For all of the occurrences of eroslon/sedimentation obsarved in he area you identlfied in effectiveness question 1, what Is the
evidence? Clrcle all that apply:

a. Sheet erosion

b. Rills

c. Qullies

d. Headcuts

e. Slumping

f.  Mass wasting

g.  Sediment plumes or areas of sediment accumulation N
h.  Turbidity .

7.  Whatis the source? Circle all that apply:
a.  Skids road/skid trail
b.  Other temporary road
¢. System road
d. Harvest practice/tectinique
e,  Other (specify):

8. Whatls the cause? Circle all that apply:

a. No waler control features installed

Impraper spacing of water cantrol features on skid roads/trails and/ar temporary roads
Improper construction of water control features

Improper or inadequate malntenance of water control features

Poor treatment prescription

Poorly located skid roads/iralls and/or temporary roads

Improper grades on skid roads/trails andfor temporary roads

Mechanical additions of seciment .

Exposed soil not associated with skid roads/trails or other temporary roads

Gther causes assaclated with ground-based mechanical harvesting (specify):

—~s@r~eaog

k.  Other causes not associated with ground-based me;:han!cal harvesting (specify):

8. Atwater body crossings and their approaches on skid roadArails or temporary roads, is there evidence of orosion or
sedimentation? Circle ons; when muitiple occurrences would yield different answers, select the most severe occurrence, with
severity Increasing from a to d.

a.  Not applicable, no water ossings presant on skid roads/tral roads (go to question 12
. No evidence (go fo question 10) .

c.  Evidence of erosion but ne deposition in the water body (go to question 10)

d.  Evidence of sediment transport to or dsposition In the water body (go to question 10)

Form Veg C Draft September 2009
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CLACKAMAS RIVER RD

Best Management Practices Evaluation

@dois

10. Forall of the crossings that your answer for effectiveness question 91s applicable, what types of water bodles were crossed?

Circle ail that apply:

@armppoop

Ephemeral stream
Intermittent stream
Perennial stream/river
Pond

Lake

Wettand or wat meadow
Other (specify):

11.

What types of water body crossing structures were employed for the crossings invalved in your answer to effectiveness
question 10? Circle ali that apply:

R X g

Unhardensd ford
Hardened ford
Culvert

Bridge

Low water crossing
Mats

Other (specify):

12,

Is !hefe evidence of chemical or fuel'spills or leaks, or chemical or fuel waste containers i m the unit being reviewed that have not
been reported on another BMP form during this evaluation? Circle one:

a.  Yes
o (go to question 14)

13.

What is tha is that evidonce? Circle all that apply:

~ppopp

Evidence of chemical or fuel splils or leaks in the treatment unit, but not reaching the SMZ or water body
Evidence of chemical or fusl splils or leaks in the SMZ, but not rezching the water bedy

Evidsnce of chemical or fuel spills or leaks delivered to or in the water body

Evidence of chemical or fuel waste containers in the treatment unit, excluding the SMZ and water body
Evidence of chemical or fuel waste containers In the SMZ

Evidence of chemical or fuel waste containers in the watsr body

14.

Provide information about corrective actions needed to improve effectiveness.

HI15 - Genevl Cnments = Q/

Siwe) U2>

Form Veg C Draft September 2009
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d

Best Management Practices Evaluation

Veg C. Ground-Based Mechanical Harvest
(Reference BMPs Veg-1, Veg-2, and Veg{) .

DRAFT September 2009 .
Header (1 page)
1. Type of revisw being performed today. Circle one: 2, if current review Is tor effectiveness only, what was the date of

the Implementation review for this site?
Implementation Effectiveness /Both implementaticn
. and Effectiveness
. 3. Today's date: 1/3'/20(7_-

" 4. Reviewer(s) and Title(s): R .
Guiem Collier, das@riet™ Sovl  Sededdsd—

S- Reglon: o6 | & Fm;o’s‘t;h Merod Naddnel Fovieed b msué’?::acﬁa% River R.l»-ag-r 1}?«‘?—1—

8. Reason for monitoring. Circle all thal apply: :
WO/RO Targets Forest Plan  ®oject Review Wther (specify):
9. Name of imber sale: — 10. Harvest unit number:
Swag Thin ShewnLsl {
11. 6™ level HUC for the subwatershed this harvest unit

24

" Joqeotl10ys |

12. Is the harvest unit located within a municlpal watershed? Circle one? No

13. Describe the treatment within harvest unit: Tiacnning . 14. Date harvest operations began:
cj—f‘mﬁ &c{';ﬁhs%‘s’;(‘tf% Sloges b;‘("k;' s ope beg Io/za“

onding, Uphi Ay mainly m oll Cm 15. Date harvest operaticns ended:

S skid il 3 pecabaff{ ‘7'/7-—”'

18. Has there bsen a 2-yr or greater recurrence interval rainfall or runoff event since ground based harvésting was completed?
Circle one; No Don't know

It Yes, how recently did that event occur? Circle ong~During e\ During the During the T2 More than
past month/ past 6 months pastyear yearsago 2 yearsago

17. Conditions present today:
Circlo all thatapply: Rain  Snow  Snowpack on Melting , No
the ground snow precipitation

18. Does the Forest have a contingency and emergency response plan applicable to handilng/treating chemical or fuei spills affecting or
potentially affecting water, aquatic, and riparian resources?

. Circle one: fes > No

18a. 18b. 18c¢. 20a. 20b. 20c. .
&L\: gortz:: ues Easting: Northing: Latitude: Longltude: Lat/Long Datum:
N4p §3 | 06570120 | 49900622

Form Veg C Draft September 2609
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' Best Management Practices Evaluation

Iimplementation (2 pages)

contract? Circle ons:

during planning

()
" If No, what provisions from planning were not Included in the contract?

1. Were all ground-based harvesting provisions from planning to protect water, aquatic, and riparian resources included in the

a. Not appiicable, ground-based harvesting provisions to protect water, aquatic, and riparian resources were not developed

2. Where were ground-based mechanical harvest areas identified and defineated? Gircle all that apply:

2. Saloarea maps/project maps
b. Onthe ground
C._Neither on maps nor on the ground

requirements? Circle one: .
ﬂcable, no temporary roads canstructed, or no temporary road location requirements
c. No

If No, what requirements were not met?

3. Did locations of all skid roads/tralls and othar temporary roads meet Forest seMce Handbook, Forest Pian, and NEPA decision

4. Did the areal extent of the transportation system (skid roads/tralis, temporary roads, system roads, and landings)
unit meet standards? Circle ane: . :

a. Not applicable, no area standards

: Soil Comdibiom . Prior 4o TS
If No, what standards w;re.not met? Dafwwhfi L This i Z,I! ) b

within the sample

been implemented-fully? Circle one:
a.  Not applicable, no specified erosion control measures

If No, what measures should have.been Implemented that were not? :

Grund Cover (slash ov acwlols) sbordel hove beon.

Artat whbre. Slores ave. > 20%

5. Have specified erosion control measures (mechanical, physical, vegetative) periaining to ground-based mechanical harvesting

on Bave. - Z20% . The mean sl (o bare /0 Sonme

PlacaZ

6. Woere harvesting and/or skidding operations adjusted.to control compaction, eroslon, and/or runoff during wet peri

a. P ol applicable, no wet pericds during operations
c. o

ods? Circle one:

7. Was supplemental erosion control applied within the project area? Clrcle one:
: ot needed
T INesUed BUL not applied
c. Needed and applied , '

If applied, what supplemental erosion control was used?

according to the contingency and-emergency response plan? Circle one:
a.__Not applicable, the Fore gency g QIge
. Not apgiRZEIE Tin spils-ar Jaaks Wore Te T ased b
- 85, reported spllis or teaks were handleditreated according to the plan

d.  No, reported spills or leaks were not handled/treated according to the plan

8. Were chemical or fuel spills or leaks that were reported in this unit during ground-based mechanical harvesting handied/reated

MM’W

Form Veg C Draft September 2609
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Best Management Practices Evaluation

[do13

8. Provide information abotrt corrective actions needed to improve implementation.

Mulch o bpush 15 Nesdel an Somi. Steopery ovessy o~
naain SK-'dd'm‘/. ’

10. Provide information about adaptive management actions needed to improve implementation.
Diseess o 't“-wuc' WH:JJ‘ -
_SJ'U*' ] 5/07:.:.- /“"M‘f$ 04, asl revse— za./»(dj l\bg é.ﬁ‘
—- mmole.] Ua_wp(a‘a.j Siailan Groas i e Gdfere .

%?_ l/( Z\.f ) Form Veg C Draft September 2009



@o14
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Best Management Practices Evaluation

Effectiveness (3 pages .
1. Exc!udlng watfat b‘:sd\?cronings and their approaches, Is there evidence of erosion or sedimentation caused by harvesting or
. skidding/transporting logs? Clrcle one; when muitiple cccurrences would yleld different answers, select the most severe
occurrence, with severity increasing from a to d.
No evidence {go to question 9)
@Evldenc‘e' wfﬁn me?'larvest area, but not reaching the.SMZ (go to question 6)
¢. Evidence In the SMZ, but not reaching the watsr body (go to question 2)
d.  Evidence of sediment transport to or deposition in the water body (go to question 3)

2. Whatis the shortest distance between the evidence and the nearest water body? (ft or m, specify units):
3. Towhat type of water body is the SMZ adjacent or was the sediment dellvered? Circle one:

Ephemeral stream

Intermittent stream

Perennial stream/river

Pond

Lake

Wetland or wet meadow

Other (specity): .

4. Whatls the design width of the SMZ associated with the water body? (ft or m, specify units):
5.  Is this the same SMZ evaluated on BMP form Veg A for this harvest urit? GCircle one:

a. Yes
b. No

6. For all of the occurrences of eroslon/sedimentation observed in the area you identified in effectiveness question 1, what Is the
evidence? Circle all that apply:

CE__ Sheelorosigi—=—

Gullies
Head cuits
Slumping
Mass wasting
Sediment plumes or areas of sediment accumulation A
Turbidity .

7. Whatls the sourca? Circle all that apply:

€ __Skids road/ SR Il )

D, Uther temporary road

erpppop

Fe~oap

c: System road
d.  Harvest practiceftectinique
e. Other (specity): : ’

8. Whatls the cause? Circle all that apply:

No water control features Instafled .

Improper spacing of water control features on skid roads/tralls and/or temporary roads

Improper construction of water control features

Impropsr or inadequate maintenance of water control features

Poor treatment prescription

Poorly located skid roads/tralls and/or temporary roads

Improper grades on skid roads/tralls and/or temporary roads

Mechanical additlons of sediment

Exposed soil not assoclated with skid roads/trails or other temporary roads -

Cther causes associated with ground-based mechanical harvesting (specify): . C 654/ Soy / n
! sl bral[ sard—

proesssav lopreRs

~rTea~eaopp

k. Other causes not associated with ground-based méchaniml harvesting (specify):

9. At water body crossings and their approaches on skid roadArails or temporary roads, Is there evidence of erosion or
sedimentation? Circle one; when muitipls sccurrences would yield different answers, select the most severe occurrence, with

-~

seveﬂE increasing from a to d.
Not applicable, no water bedy crossings present on skid roadsftralls or temporary roads (go to question 12)
b.  No evidence (go to question 10) , )
¢.  Evidence of erosion but no deposition in the water body (go to question 10)
d.  Evidence of sediment transport to or depositlan [n the water bedy (go to question 10)

Form Veg C Draft September 2009
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01/31/12 22:03 FAX 5036302299 CLACKAMAS RIVER RD 015

Best Managerhent Practices Evaluation

0. Forallof the crossings that your answer for effectiveness question 9 Is appficable, what types of water bod!es were crossad?
Circle all that apply:

Ephemeral stream

Intermittent stream

Perennial stream/river

Pond

Lake

Wetland or wet meadow

Other (specify):

11. What types of water body crossing structures were employed for the crossings involved in your answer to effectiveness
question 10? Circle all that apply:

a. Unhardened fard

a-epe TP

b. Hardened ford

¢c. Culvert

d. Bridge

e. Low water crossing
f. Mats

g. Other (specily):

12. Is there evidence of chemical or fuel spills or leaks, or chemical or fuel waste containers in the unit being reviewed that have not
been reporled on another BMP form during this evaluation? Circle one:

0 question 13)
No {goto question

13. Whatlglhat evidence? Clrc! !s all that apply:

Evidence of chemical or fuel spills or leaks In the treatment unit, but not reaching the SMZ or water bady
Evidence of chemical or fuel spills or leaks In the SMZ, but not redching the water body

Evidence of chemical or fuel spllls or leaks dellvered to or In the water body

Evidence of chemical or fusl waste containers in the treatment unit, excluding the SMZ and water body
Evidence of chemical or fuel waste containers in the SMZ

Evidence of chemical or fuel waste containers in the water body

14. Provide information about corrective actions needed to improve effectiveness.

~oapOp

/g”'l1071nbj) émm4¢/21€;
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Best Management Practices Evaluation
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Best Management Practices Evaluation

Veg B. Landings
(Reference BMPs Veg-1, Veg-2, and Veg-6)

DRAFT September 2009
Header (1 page) .
1. Type of review being performed today. Circle cne: 2. |t current review is for ellectlveness only, what was the date of |-

the implementation review for this site?
. Implementation  Effectiveness Both Implementation

and Effectiveness

3. Today’s date:

l/s’o 20l

* Rms) aCn:{(wgS)('( drggviet Soul ISC:'*.‘:{-L?{_

5. Reglon: A 6. Forest: 1o Hood Nmﬁb«. o Eovest 7. 2{7‘2"&4(,....5 River R y Uc'ﬂ‘nbf‘

8. Reason for manitoring. C!rcle all that apply;
" WO/RO Targets Forest Plan @ Gther (specify):

9. Name of t!mber sale: . 10. Harvest unit number:
Refor Thiv Stewardship 5
11. 6" level HUC for the subwatershed this landing is In: 19090011 0403
12.1s the landing located within a municipal watershed? 13. Is the landing located within an SMZ?
Circle one: (Yes) No Circlsone:  Yes - .
14. Distance to nearest water body located in the samae . | 15- Slope between landing water body (percent):
.waterst'led asthe Iandl(!g (t or m, specify units): 130 H_. 0% (5% P
16. Date contract requirements for the landing were accepted: 17. Approximate size of landing (ac, ft°, ha, m®, specify units):
ob/261). QU acves

18. Is this an on-slte landing? Circle one:  Yes

19. Has there been a 2-yr or greater recurrence Interval rainfail or ruﬁoff event since landing use was ended?
Clrcle one: No Don't know

if Yes, how recently did that event occur? Circlo one; uring the  During the . During the 1-2 More than
. t mon| past6months pastyear  years ago 2 years ago
20. Conditions present today.

Circle allthat apply: Raln  Snow  Snowpackon Melting No
B the ground snow precipitation

21. Does the Forest have a contingency and emergency response plan applicable to handllngltmattng chemical or fuel spills or leaks
affecting or potentlally affecting water, aquatic, or riparian resources?

Clrele one: es /] No

22a. 22b, 22¢. 23a. 23b. 23c.
UTUTMM lg;me, W Ps | Easting: : Northing: Latitude: Longitude: Lat/Long Datum:
atum: . ;
093 | 6500323 | 4447320

Form Veg B Draft September 2009
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Best Management Practices Evaluation

implementation (2 pages) ‘ .
1. Were ail landing provisions from planning to pratect water, aquatic, and riparian resources included in the contract? Circle one:

a. I'I applicable, landing provisions to protect water, aquatic, and riparian resources were not developed during planning
c No

If No, what provisions from planning were not included in the contract ar plan?

2. Does the landing lccalion meet Forest Service Handbook, Farest Plan, and NEPA decision requirements? Circle one:
=y .

a. Yes
b. [

I No, what requirements were not met?

3. Does ding size meet standards? Circle one:
a. Yes

If No, what standards were not met?

4. Have specified erosion control measures (mechanical, physical, vegetative) pertaining to landings been implementad fuily?

Circle one:
a. Not applicable, no specified erosicn control measures
b. Yes
c. No.

"1 No, what measures should have been implemented that were not?

naletd o quiss r4LJM’5X{4 la_at,,\,‘,) mvl.y

5. Were landing operations adjusted to control compaction, erosion, and/or runoff during wet periods? Circle one:
a. Not applicable, no wet periods during landing use

C. No

6. Was supplemental erosion contral applied to the landing? Circle one:

. Not needec
b. eeded blt not applied
c. Needed and applied

If applied, what supplemental erosion control was used?

Woere chemical or fuel spills or leaks that were reported on this landing during its use handled/treated accerding to the contingency
and emergency respanse plan? Circle ane:
a._ Not applicable, the Forest has no contingency and emergency response plan
Not applicable, no spills or leaks were reported during the use of this landing
c. Yes, reported spills or leaks were handled/treated according to the plan
d. No, reported spills or leaks were not handled/treated according to the plan

Form Veg B Draft September 2009
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Best Management Practices Evaluation

8.

Provide Information about corractive actions needed to improve implementation.

-

Ap(}lul setd + nanlede (‘o antive (“"‘*L’"j)uw Just gort
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- ppenefy do srcess [ anndding 1
- Ks bhave L:)va\ IMJ""—"()
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Rowd. Tt Loas

voelds Y—op("—é&i""' C('USM‘R.« wo ¢
o W Mqlwiﬂde&(JS Cav. &€

,‘ll“Kwu«/B,

9. Provide information about adaptive management actions needed to improve Implementation.

?\,,gz,v(-!-iwj atsStre- (5 wdus.bi_of; +é;/ ,:,q;s 51,“,::1},1 &
by Bempy (gL S e
Disenss Sivad v Sidualrons (A Fudrvve F s 4:,_3
wd dgenss how o 3;&4“ lo:—'ﬂ"f"flc,(vsw«.g " M“”‘-.Sw op
Seles.
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Best Management Practices Evaluation

Effectiveness (2 pages)
1. Is there evidence of erosion or sedimentation from the landing? Clrcle one; when multiple cccurrences would yleld different
answers, select the most s urrencs, with severity Increasing from a to d.
" o evidance {go o question 1 N
on ding; But not moving off of it (go to question 9)

c: Evidsnce off of the landing, but not reaching the SMZ (go to question 6)
d. Evidence In the SMZ, but not reaching the water body (go to question 2) .
e. Evidence of sediment transport to or deposition in the water bedy (go to question 3)

2. Whatis the shortest distance between the evidence and the nearest water body? (ft or m, specify units):

3. Towhat type of water body is the SMZ adjacent or was the sediment deliverad? Circle one:

Ephemeral stream

Intermittent stream

Perennial stream/river .
Pond .

Lake

Wetland or wet meadow

. Other (specify): :

~oopop

<

4. Whatls the design width of the SMZ asscciated with the water body? (ft or m, specify units):

5. Is this the same SMZ that was evaluated on form Veg A? Circle one:

a. Yes
b. No

6. For all of the occurrences of eroston/sedimentation cbserved in the area you Identifled in effectiveness question 1, what is
the evidence? Clrcle all that apply: -

a. Sheet erosion

b. Rils
c. QGullies
d. Headcuts
) e. Slumping
. Mass wasting
g. Sediment plumes or sediment accumulations
h.  Turbidity
7. Whatis the source? Circle all that apply:
a. Landing deck

b. Landing fillslope

¢. Landing drainage cutlet
d.  System road

e. Other (specify):

8. Whatis the cause? Circle all that apply:

No water control features installed

Improper spacing of water contral features

Improper construction of water control features

Improper or inadequate maintenance of water control features

Poorly located landing

Improper grade

Failure to rip landing

Paor erosion control on roads and tralls that contribute water onto the landing
Cther causes associated with the use of this landing (speclfy):

~Fo~paogp

J- Other causes not assoclated with the use of this landing (specify):

9. Is there evidence of chemical or fuel spills or leaks, or chemical or fuol wasio containers on the landing or traceable to the landing
that have not been reported on another BMP form during this evaluation? Circle one:

a g0 1o quastion 10

b. (go to question 117 )

10. What is that evidence? Circle all that apply:

. a. Evidence of chemical or fuel spills or leaks on the landing but not moving aff of It
! b. Evlde?ce of chemical fuels or spills or leaks extending from the landing into the harvest area, but not reaching the SMZ
or water
¢.  Evidence of chemical or fue! spills extending from the landing into the SMZ, but not reaching the water body
d.  Evidence of chemicals or fuel spills extending fram the landing to the water body
e. Evidence of chemical or fuel waste containers, but ot in the SMZ
f.  Evidence of chemical or fuel waste containers in the SMZ
9.  Evidence of chemical or fuel waste containers in the water body

aft September 2009
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