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1 / 201

Q1

Full Name

Michele Wollert

Q2

Mailing Address

Street

Q3

Do you agree with the Plan and Purpose Vision Statement,
Goals, Policies and Objectives? 

5

Q4

Please Provide Public Comment on the Plan Purpose Section

I am not an expert in forest management, but what I read seems to be solid, evidence-based goals, policies, and objectives.

Q5

Do agree with the Governance Section

5
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Q6

Please Provide Public Comment to the Governance Section of this Plan

I worry very much that this Governance committee will become politicized and that pressure to make emotional decisions as opposed 

to evidence-based science decisions may overtake reason.  How to keep that from happening is a challenge, depending upon who is 
fairly elected.

Q7

Do you agree with the the Goals and Objectives?

5

Q8

Please provide Public Comment Regarding the Goals and
Objective Section.

Respondent skipped this question

Q9

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Harvest?

100

Q10

Please Provide any Public Comment you have around Timber Harvest

I am not an expert in forest management, but what I read seems to be solid, evidence-based goals, policies, and objectives.

Q11

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to road
maintenance?

5

Q12

Please provide any public comment you have around road
maintenance.

Respondent skipped this question

Q13

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Stand Improvement?

5
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Q14

Please provide any public comment you have around Timber Stand Improvement

Again, I am not an expert in forest management, but what I read seems to be solid, evidence-based goals, policies, and objectives.

Q15

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Planting?

5

Q16

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Planting

Respondent skipped this question

Q17

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Access and Fire Management Activities?

5

Q18

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Access and
Fire Management.

Respondent skipped this question

Q19

Do you agree with the proposed Stream Buffer Policy?

5

Q20

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Stream Buffer Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q21

Do you agree with the proposed Harvest Levels Policy?

5

Q22

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Harvest Levels Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q23

Do you agree with the proposed Opening Size Policy?

5
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Q24

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Opening Size Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed Tree Retention Policy?

5

Q26

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Tree Retention Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q27

Do you agree with the proposed Road Maintenance
Policy?

5

Q28

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Road Maintenance Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q29

Do you agree with the proposed Invasive Species Policy?

5

Q30

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Invasive Species Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q31

Do you agree with the proposed Forest Chemical Use
Policy?

5

Q32

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Forest Chemical Use Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q33

Do you agree with the proposed High Conservation Value
Forest Policy?

5
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Q34

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
High Conservation Value Forest Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q35

Do you agree with the proposed Steep Slopes Policy?

5

Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Full Name

Charles Withers

Q2

Mailing Address

Street

Q3

Do you agree with the Plan and Purpose Vision Statement,
Goals, Policies and Objectives? 

1

Q4

Please Provide Public Comment on the Plan Purpose
Section

Respondent skipped this question

Q5

Do agree with the Governance Section

Respondent skipped this question

Q6

Please Provide Public Comment to the Governance
Section of this Plan

Respondent skipped this question
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Q7

Do you agree with the the Goals and Objectives?

Respondent skipped this question

Q8

Please provide Public Comment Regarding the Goals and
Objective Section.

Respondent skipped this question

Q9

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Harvest?

Respondent skipped this question

Q10

Please Provide any Public Comment you have around
Timber Harvest

Respondent skipped this question

Q11

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to road
maintenance?

Respondent skipped this question

Q12

Please provide any public comment you have around road
maintenance.

Respondent skipped this question

Q13

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Stand Improvement?

Respondent skipped this question

Q14

Please provide any public comment you have around
Timber Stand Improvement

Respondent skipped this question

Q15

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Planting?

Respondent skipped this question
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Q16

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Planting

Respondent skipped this question

Q17

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Access and Fire Management Activities?

Respondent skipped this question

Q18

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Access and
Fire Management.

Respondent skipped this question

Q19

Do you agree with the proposed Stream Buffer Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q20

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Stream Buffer Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q21

Do you agree with the proposed Harvest Levels Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q22

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Harvest Levels Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q23

Do you agree with the proposed Opening Size Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q24

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Opening Size Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed Tree Retention Policy?

Respondent skipped this question
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Q26

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Tree Retention Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q27

Do you agree with the proposed Road Maintenance
Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q28

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Road Maintenance Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q29

Do you agree with the proposed Invasive Species Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q30

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Invasive Species Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q31

Do you agree with the proposed Forest Chemical Use
Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q32

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Forest Chemical Use Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q33

Do you agree with the proposed High Conservation Value
Forest Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q34

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
High Conservation Value Forest Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q35

Do you agree with the proposed Steep Slopes Policy?

Respondent skipped this question
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Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Full Name

Kirk Flatow

Q2

Mailing Address

Street

Q3

Do you agree with the Plan and Purpose Vision Statement,
Goals, Policies and Objectives? 

5

Q4

Please Provide Public Comment on the Plan Purpose Section

Restoration of the forest to a natural, Wild structure that supports wildlife habitat and high quality water seems to be compatible goals 

that can be simultaneously pursued

Q5

Do agree with the Governance Section

4
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Q6

Please Provide Public Comment to the Governance Section of this Plan

Having the Forest Management Committee both nominated by the board and appointed by the board appears to have no check and 

balance, or is at least redundant

Q7

Do you agree with the the Goals and Objectives?

4

Q8

Please provide Public Comment Regarding the Goals and Objective Section.

This was a really interesting and useful background and information section about the current status of the forest, what an incision 

was, sources of particles that effect filtration, old forests and ecological disturbances and human impact etc but I found it hard to 
parse out what the objectives and goals were from this section.  Some bullets that say given all this we want to maintain this or restore

that or whatever would be helpful.

Q9

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Harvest?

99

Q10

Please Provide any Public Comment you have around Timber Harvest

It seems like there is a reasonable plan to thin and manage and recover from the post harvest young forests dominated by a single 

species to get to a more healthy, diverse forest with better spacing.  Go for that goal!

Q11

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to road
maintenance?

4

Q12

Please provide any public comment you have around road maintenance.

I guess we have to maintain the roads but I would advocate for maintaining the minimum roads needed to allow for a response to a fire 

and decommission as much road as possible or convert to hiking trails.
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Q13

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Stand Improvement?

5

Q14

Please provide any public comment you have around Timber Stand Improvement

Yes

Let’s make the forests healthier and more diverse and get away from the most harvest, dense mono-culture forest.

Q15

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Planting?

5

Q16

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Planting

Makes a lot of sense to me to increase forest diversity and health.  I bet you could get volunteers to help.

Q17

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Access and Fire Management Activities?

4

Q18

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Access and Fire Management.

I’m not an expert.  My two cents is maintain the minimum amount of roads needed for fire management and decommission the rest to 
reduce maintenance costs and minimize the chance of someone driving down a spur they should not drive on.

Q19

Do you agree with the proposed Stream Buffer Policy?

5

Q20

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Stream Buffer Policy.

I am not an expert, but I might ask, why not do more than just comply with the OFPA, why not try to exceed OPFA (wider than 150 no 
harvest zone, etc)?
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Q21

Do you agree with the proposed Harvest Levels Policy?

4

Q22

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Harvest Levels Policy.

I’d harvest the minimum possible and with the primary goal being forest health and diversity not revenue from the harvest.

Q23

Do you agree with the proposed Opening Size Policy?

5

Q24

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Opening Size Policy.

The document states that opening size should not be an issue, so I guess I shouldn’t worry.

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed Tree Retention Policy?

4

Q26

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Tree Retention Policy.

I would put even more emphasis on retaining diversity and retaining mature, healthy, interesting trees even if those trees would be 

valuable to harvest.  Strive to exceed the minimum set by OFPA and FSC

Q27

Do you agree with the proposed Road Maintenance
Policy?

4

Q28

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Road Maintenance Policy.

See my

Comments on roads and maintenance earlier in the survey

Q29

Do you agree with the proposed Invasive Species Policy?

5
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Q30

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Invasive Species Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q31

Do you agree with the proposed Forest Chemical Use
Policy?

5

Q32

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Forest Chemical Use Policy.

Less the better, I agree

Q33

Do you agree with the proposed High Conservation Value
Forest Policy?

5

Q34

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed High Conservation Value Forest Policy.

Seems to sense for both protection water sources and promoting healthy forests.

Q35

Do you agree with the proposed Steep Slopes Policy?

5

Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

I’m not an expert but makes sense.
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Q1

Full Name

Cheryl Waitkevich

Q2

Mailing Address

Street

Q3

Do you agree with the Plan and Purpose Vision Statement,
Goals, Policies and Objectives? 

4

Q4

Please Provide Public Comment on the Plan Purpose
Section

Respondent skipped this question

Q5

Do agree with the Governance Section

2
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Q6

Please Provide Public Comment to the Governance Section of this Plan

"The 3-member Forest Management Committee will be made up of individuals with professional experience in conservation, forestry, 

academia, watershed management, or business operations, or strong connection to the Arch Cape Forest. The committee members 
will be nominated by members of the Board and appointed by the Board for 3-year terms"

I  think a possibility exists of the board nominating a 3 person management committee could be influenced by the board's own 

interests which may not be in alignment with the community of Arch Cape. I would suggest a  larger committee with at least 2 
community members as part of the forest advisory committee to help give a more well rounded vision to the board.

Q7

Do you agree with the the Goals and Objectives?

4

Q8

Please provide Public Comment Regarding the Goals and
Objective Section.

Respondent skipped this question

Q9

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Harvest?

77

Q10

Please Provide any Public Comment you have around
Timber Harvest

Respondent skipped this question

Q11

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to road
maintenance?

3

Q12

Please provide any public comment you have around road
maintenance.

Respondent skipped this question

Q13

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Stand Improvement?

4
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Q14

Please provide any public comment you have around
Timber Stand Improvement

Respondent skipped this question

Q15

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Planting?

4

Q16

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Planting

Respondent skipped this question

Q17

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Access and Fire Management Activities?

2

Q18

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Access and Fire Management.

Has this changed since the fire around Thanksgiving? If not, it should include some way to access the forest in case of emergency

Q19

Do you agree with the proposed Stream Buffer Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q20

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Stream Buffer Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q21

Do you agree with the proposed Harvest Levels Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q22

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Harvest Levels Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q23

Do you agree with the proposed Opening Size Policy?

Respondent skipped this question
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Q24

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Opening Size Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed Tree Retention Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q26

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Tree Retention Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q27

Do you agree with the proposed Road Maintenance
Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q28

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Road Maintenance Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q29

Do you agree with the proposed Invasive Species Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q30

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Invasive Species Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q31

Do you agree with the proposed Forest Chemical Use
Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q32

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Forest Chemical Use Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q33

Do you agree with the proposed High Conservation Value
Forest Policy?

Respondent skipped this question
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Q34

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
High Conservation Value Forest Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q35

Do you agree with the proposed Steep Slopes Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Full Name

Theodore Lundy

Q2

Mailing Address

Street

Q3

Do you agree with the Plan and Purpose Vision Statement,
Goals, Policies and Objectives? 

4

Q4

Please Provide Public Comment on the Plan Purpose Section

I read the summary.  Basted on that I support the work of the Arch Cape Forest committee.

Q5

Do agree with the Governance Section

4
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Q6

Please Provide Public Comment to the Governance Section of this Plan

Not clear on whether the consultants are voting members or not.

Q7

Do you agree with the the Goals and Objectives?

4

Q8

Please provide Public Comment Regarding the Goals and Objective Section.

While it need not be the public access plan.  It is important that one of the goals be to provide for public to access and enjoy the 
forest.

Q9

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Harvest?

47

Q10

Please Provide any Public Comment you have around Timber Harvest

I don't feel confident that public access is supported by what I read in the summery.  It should be made clear that the public access 
will be supported.

Q11

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to road
maintenance?

3

Q12

Please provide any public comment you have around road maintenance.

I have inadequate information to comment on road maintenance.

Q13

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Stand Improvement?

4
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Q14

Please provide any public comment you have around
Timber Stand Improvement

Respondent skipped this question

Q15

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Planting?

Respondent skipped this question

Q16

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Planting

Respondent skipped this question

Q17

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Access and Fire Management Activities?

3

Q18

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Access and
Fire Management.

Respondent skipped this question

Q19

Do you agree with the proposed Stream Buffer Policy?

3

Q20

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Stream Buffer Policy.

I didn't see it.

Q21

Do you agree with the proposed Harvest Levels Policy?

3

Q22

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Harvest Levels Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q23

Do you agree with the proposed Opening Size Policy?

3
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Q24

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Opening Size Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed Tree Retention Policy?

3

Q26

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Tree Retention Policy.

I am sorry but I am not aware of the proposals covering the previous section.  I do have confidence in the committee to do the right 

thing.

Q27

Do you agree with the proposed Road Maintenance
Policy?

3

Q28

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Road Maintenance Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q29

Do you agree with the proposed Invasive Species Policy?

3

Q30

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Invasive Species Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q31

Do you agree with the proposed Forest Chemical Use
Policy?

3

Q32

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Forest Chemical Use Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q33

Do you agree with the proposed High Conservation Value
Forest Policy?

3



Arch Cape Multi-Resource Management Plan Public Comment
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Q34

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
High Conservation Value Forest Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q35

Do you agree with the proposed Steep Slopes Policy?

3

Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

I didn't read the complete report and don't feel informed enough to comment on these topics



Arch Cape Multi-Resource Management Plan Public Comment
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Q1

Full Name

bob cerelli

Q2

Mailing Address

Street

Q3

Do you agree with the Plan and Purpose Vision Statement,
Goals, Policies and Objectives? 

5

Q4

Please Provide Public Comment on the Plan Purpose Section

clean, affordable water. main goal

Q5

Do agree with the Governance Section

5
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Q6

Please Provide Public Comment to the Governance Section of this Plan

hope this will not add any burden or time to the plant management, ie  phil or matt

Q7

Do you agree with the the Goals and Objectives?

5

Q8

Please provide Public Comment Regarding the Goals and Objective Section.

the district should stop work with the national park group, is not in the best interest of our water shed, they dont understand the 
community or its desirers

Q9

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Harvest?

30

Q10

Please Provide any Public Comment you have around Timber Harvest

lets pass a levy and not log,.hear it will only cost plus or minus $120 a year per property?

Q11

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to road
maintenance?

5

Q12

Please provide any public comment you have around road maintenance.

this will be the continual cost to the project. dont see that monies are there, any shared cost since nclc has controll of all our roads?

Q13

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Stand Improvement?

1
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Q14

Please provide any public comment you have around Timber Stand Improvement

cost effective doesnt seem to be there

Q15

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Planting?

Respondent skipped this question

Q16

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Planting

Respondent skipped this question

Q17

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Access and Fire Management Activities?

5

Q18

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Access and Fire Management.

section 4 says we will use the existing public access plan, yet you dont acknowlegee it for comment from the public

Q19

Do you agree with the proposed Stream Buffer Policy?

5

Q20

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Stream Buffer Policy.

the more the better for our water

Q21

Do you agree with the proposed Harvest Levels Policy?

1

Q22

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Harvest Levels Policy.

tax levy  no harvest
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Q23

Do you agree with the proposed Opening Size Policy?

2

Q24

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Opening Size Policy.

i believe this relates to clear cut size

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed Tree Retention Policy?

3

Q26

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Tree Retention Policy.

yes so many left per acre?

Q27

Do you agree with the proposed Road Maintenance
Policy?

5

Q28

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Road Maintenance Policy.

needed but expensive

Q29

Do you agree with the proposed Invasive Species Policy?

4

Q30

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Invasive Species Policy.

again expensive  wheres the money

Q31

Do you agree with the proposed Forest Chemical Use
Policy?

5



Arch Cape Multi-Resource Management Plan Public Comment
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Q32

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Forest Chemical Use Policy.

no one wants the use of chemicals on our water shed, has been a concern for a long time here, lets not continue now that we own it. 

but is there a soulution

Q33

Do you agree with the proposed High Conservation Value
Forest Policy?

5

Q34

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
High Conservation Value Forest Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q35

Do you agree with the proposed Steep Slopes Policy?

5

Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

no one does it because of cost and damage to water shed
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Q1

Full Name

Chris Mastrandrea

Q2

Mailing Address

Street

Q3

Do you agree with the Plan and Purpose Vision Statement,
Goals, Policies and Objectives? 

3

Q4

Please Provide Public Comment on the Plan Purpose
Section

Respondent skipped this question

Q5

Do agree with the Governance Section

3

Q6

Please Provide Public Comment to the Governance
Section of this Plan

Respondent skipped this question
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Q7

Do you agree with the the Goals and Objectives?

1

Q8

Please provide Public Comment Regarding the Goals and
Objective Section.

Respondent skipped this question

Q9

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Harvest?

Respondent skipped this question

Q10

Please Provide any Public Comment you have around
Timber Harvest

Respondent skipped this question

Q11

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to road
maintenance?

Respondent skipped this question

Q12

Please provide any public comment you have around road
maintenance.

Respondent skipped this question

Q13

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Timber Stand Improvement?

Respondent skipped this question

Q14

Please provide any public comment you have around
Timber Stand Improvement

Respondent skipped this question

Q15

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Planting?

Respondent skipped this question
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Q16

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Planting

Respondent skipped this question

Q17

Do you agree with the language in the plan relating to
Access and Fire Management Activities?

Respondent skipped this question

Q18

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Access and
Fire Management.

Respondent skipped this question

Q19

Do you agree with the proposed Stream Buffer Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q20

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Stream Buffer Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q21

Do you agree with the proposed Harvest Levels Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q22

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Harvest Levels Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q23

Do you agree with the proposed Opening Size Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q24

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Opening Size Policy.

Respondent skipped this question

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed Tree Retention Policy?

Respondent skipped this question

Page 7: Section 5: Management Policies
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Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q4

Please Provide Public Comment on the Plan Purpose Section

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family has ties to including the Neah-Khani and 
Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks. Arch Cape is 

in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q6

Please Provide Public Comment to the Governance Section of this Plan

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q8

Please provide Public Comment Regarding the Goals and Objective Section.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q10

Please Provide any Public Comment you have around Timber Harvest

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q12

Please provide any public comment you have around road maintenance.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q14

Please provide any public comment you have around Timber Stand Improvement

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q16

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Planting

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q18

Please Provide Public Comment Regarding Access and Fire Management.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q20

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Stream Buffer Policy.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q22

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Harvest Levels Policy.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q24

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Opening Size Policy.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q26

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Tree Retention Policy.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q28

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Road Maintenance Policy.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q30

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Invasive Species Policy.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q32

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Forest Chemical Use Policy.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q34

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed High Conservation Value Forest Policy.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read aloud at all meeting minutes 

including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.

Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy meals for their families while 

managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years. Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem 
and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the sun come up. Passing on 

traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW rates this unit at 
approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls 

within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife management.  In the last 10 
years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and 

urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting ,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the 
edge of inner city areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife mismanagement currently.  On my way to 

the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous 
situation as tourists get closer to captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk pose as they move into the 
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neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged 
and damaged specifically during the months of the Rut.

Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to lawns. This can escalate 

rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote population. Many Game Cameras 
have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause extreme drainage and erosion 

damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the wildlife and territory. 

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally have a negative impact of the 
balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters. Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator 

animals encroaching the watershed/ homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  
Well,  this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area share the same feeling and are 

stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,  sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. 
Ensuring the balance continues for many generalizations to follow. 

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations. 

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors looking out for everyone's best 

interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of mismanagement and heavy 
Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach. 

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And poses great risks and liability. 

Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:

A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce human traffic and assure there 
will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit

for distribution.
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We spend many hours and days in the hills behind Arch Cape and know it very well. 
Not working closely with Local Hunters is not working toward a solution.

Thank you for your time

I am available 24/7 for concerns or questions.

I specifically request again that this public comment be read at all minutes of all meetings pertaining to this response. 

Reed Morrison 

9712852222
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Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

Respondent skipped this question
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Q36

Please provide public comment regarding the proposed
Proposed Steep Slope Policy.

Respondent skipped this question
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Multi-Resource Management Plan  

Public Comments based on a Community Developed Survey – January 11, 2023 

 

The following is submitted to the Arch Cape Water District Board in response to their request for 

public comments on the posted version of their Multi-Resource Management Plan.  It is also being 

copied to the Oregon Department of Forestry / Forest Legacy Program (ODF/FLP) as their 

December 2, 2022 email states: “A public review and comment process is not required by FLP or 

ODF. However, we recognize the value in a public process for publicly owned lands.” 

 

Table of Contents 

Executive Summary ……………………………………………………………………. 1 

Community Survey Methodology ……………………………………………………... 2  

Public Access and Recreation …………………………………………………………. 2  

Financial Management ………………………………………………………………… 8 

Individual Respondent General Comments to the Board………………………………. 13  

Executive Summary of Public Comments 

ODF/FLP requires that a Multi-Resource Plan be developed for the Watershed and submitted for 

their approval.  The Board posted a version of this Management Plan for public comment.  Here 

are the comments from 71 rate payers and property owners responding to a Community Survey.  

Individual comments are also contained in the detail below.  

A. Public Access:   

It is interesting to note that in the version of the Management Plan that is posted for Public 

Comment, the ‘Public Access’ section is not contained in the Table of Contents of that Plan 

and ‘Public Access’ is the only section of the Plan on which no Public Comments were 

requested by the Board, even though it is a required section by ODF/FLP. 

In the version of the ‘Public Access’ section that was submitted to the Board by the Board-

appointed Forest Advisory Committee, the Committee recommended input from the Arch 

Cape ratepayers and property owners.  A Community Survey was used to gather input.  Based 

upon the results of the Community Survey, rate payers and property owners of Arch Cape 

request that; 

1. The Board revise the proposed Public Access section of the Multi-Resource Management 

Plan so that it restricts Public Access and Recreation to OUTSIDE of the Source Water 

Protection Area and does not allow e-bikes.  

2. The Board consider the 32 individual public comments that were submitted. 

3. The Board direct that further Committee work be used to determine if horseback riding and 

hunting will be allowed, and a revised version of the Management Plan can be submitted 

to ODF/FLP, if required, at a later time. 
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B.  Financial Management: 

The Multi-Resource Management Plan calls for financial reporting and controls.  Since 

financial reporting and controls are not in place even after 6 months of ownership of the 

Watershed, Arch Cape rate payers and property owners have no visibility into the current 

year’s operating budget and no visibility into the financial viability of operating the Watershed 

in the short term, mid-term and long term.  A Community Survey was used to gather input on 

the Management Plan and this current situation.  Based upon the results of the Community 

Survey, rate payers and property owners of Arch Cape request that; 

1. Immediately, the Board develop the financial controls and reporting to show the current 

operating costs that are being incurred and how they are being / will be paid.  

2. Within the next 6 months, the Board develop a reasonable 10-year operating plan / financial 

plan with 2 scenarios; a logging scenario and a no-logging scenario; 

3. In both 10-year scenarios, identify how any operating costs shortfalls are to be addressed. 

4. The Board gather feedback from Arch Cape rate payers and property owners about which 

scenario to pursue and then formalize the operating/financial plan using that scenario. 

5. The Board consider the 30 individual public comments that were submitted. 

 

Detail: Community Survey Methodology, Assessment and Charted Results 

Methodology 

A 15-question Community Survey (2 qualifying demographic questions, 5 questions plus open 

ended comments pertaining to Public Access & Recreation, 3 questions plus open ended comments 

pertaining to Financial Management and optional email address) was developed, tested, and 

refined by 8 community members.  Click here for Survey.   The survey was posted on the 

archcapeforestconversations.com web site.  An email was sent to 263 email addresses for Arch 

Cape Community members (registered voters, rate payers and tax payers) inviting them to 

complete the survey.   

84  surveys were completed.  For a completed survey to be valid, the response had to contain a 

person’s name, an address or identifying lot number in the Arch Cape Water District and additional 

information than just demographics.  13 responses did not meet this criteria and were excluded.  71 

responses remained.  The results below reflect those responses. 

 

Public Access & Recreation 

 

The Oregon Department of Forestry / Forest Legacy Program (ODF/FLP) requires that Public 

Access and Recreation be included in any Multi-Resource Management Plan that is submitted to 

them.   Per the ODF Contracting Officer in a December 2, 2022 email, “Public access and 

recreation should be included in the management plan.”  Page 54 of Section 3 - ‘Public Access’, 
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of the Board’s proposed Multi-Resource Management Plan is the section that is intended to meet 

that ODF/FLP requirement.    

 

The Board tasked the Forest Advisory Committee to develop the recommended Public Access 

section of the Management Plan.  During the deliberations of their final meeting before submitting 

that section to the Board, the Committee could not come to consensus on; 1) In what part of the 

Watershed should public access and recreation be allowed, and 2) Whether e-bikes, horseback 

riding and hunting should be allowed.  So, with one member of the Committee abstaining, the 

Forest Advisory Committee submitted to the Board their recommendations for the wording of the 

Public Access section as; “This is not a public access plan.  Public access will be decided upon 

separately by the board of the water district with input from Arch Cape ratepayers and property 

owners.”    

 

At their subsequent Board meeting, the Board revised the Public Access section, without input 

from the Forest Advisory Committee and without input from the Arch Cape rate payers and 

property owners, as follows;  “In the meantime, the legacy public access policy of past landowners 

will remain in place, as posted on the gates.”  The Multi-Resource Management Plan was then 

posted for Public Comments. 

 

For some reason, the “Public Access” section was not contained in the Table of Contents of the 

posted Management Plan and it was the only section on which no Public Comments were 

requested. 

 

The intent of this part of the Community Survey is to provide Public Comments to the Board on 

the ‘Public Access’ section of the Management Plan.  4 of the 5 questions relate to the specific 

issues upon which the Forest Advisory Committee could not reach consensus. 

 

Based upon the results of a Community Survey to gather input from the Arch Cape ratepayers 

and property owners, as recommended by the Forest Advisory Committee in their version of the 

Public Access section of the Management Plan, rates payers and property owners request that; 

1. The Board revise the proposed Public Access section of the Multi-Resource Management 

Plan so that it restricts Public Access and Recreation to OUTSIDE of the Source Water 

Protection Area and does not allow e-bikes.  

2. The Board consider the 32 individual public comments that were submitted. 

3. The Board direct that further Committee work be used to determine if horseback riding 

and hunting will be allowed, and a revised version of the Management Plan can be 

submitted to ODF/FLP, if required, at a later time. 

Charted Results 

For survey questions 1 & 4 below, the responses indicate that the ratepayers and property owners 

prefer restrictions in how the Watershed is managed, so as to protect the quality of the source 

drinking water.  These restriction appear to be consistent with ODF/FLP policy per the December 

2, 2022 email.; “As we discussed it is pretty easy to start to identify what would be inconsistent 

with the purposes-i.e.,complete restrictions on public access and forest management-however, 
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5.  NO respondent wanted Public Access & Recreation in the Watershed to be Publicized 

or Promoted in any Way. 

Per the December 2, 2022 email; “Promoting the property is not required.”  &  “FLP/ODF 

are not requirement [requiring] NPS [National Park Service] involvement in access.” 

 
 

 

 

Individual Respondent Comments on Public Access & Recreation 

 

1. Dogs are allowed  

2. Access should follow the permit-based model used by other neighboring private 

timberlands owned by Lewis-Clark, Weyerhaeuser, etc.  A limited number of permits 

could be issued, or the very need to have a permit will self-restrict traffic, as well as 

provide data to the Forest Board on volume and type. Should any additional hunting 

access restrictions be enacted they must be coordinated with ODFW, to ensure that the 

Forest's objectives align with wildlife resource management.  Hunting provides a 

necessary component to wildlife management plans. Public access and recreational uses 

need to be public, but not necessarily publicized or promoted.  Signage needs to be 

maintained at all entry points. 

3. Why is public access needed? 

4. Our primary mission in purchasing this forest is clean water. My personal concern is to 

encourage as LITTLE  invasion of the flora and fauna in the whole watershed area.   I do 

not feel that ANY of the watershed(inside or outside the water source area) should be 

PROMOTED for human access. Period 

Should Public Acces & Recreation be 
Publicized or Promoted?

No

100%
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5. I think we need to kick NPS out of the public access meetings.  Their goal for this 

property is not consistent with the overall community's wishes. 

6. I think the main thing is to keep usage as low as possible. If we could keep it really low, 

then it might be OK to allow hiking in the drinking water source area. If it increases above 

that, then it should be restricted to areas outside the drinking water source area  

7. Keep to a minimum.  

8. eliminate the easement to the rain forest area 

9. There are multiple areas other than this watershed area that the public can use for 

recreation. Protecting the water by keeping humans out is essential. 

10. The Board and its management team imposed this project upon the community using 

threats to the source water and its availability.  It’s time we hold them accountable to 

protecting this by closing off entirely the source water protection area. 

11. NO PUBLICIZED OR PROMOTED INFORMATION ON RECREATION NO 

MATTER WHAT THE FINAL CHOICE IS. Way too much liability. We are a water 

district, not a free Disneyland for the public. Who pays? 

12. Hiking, yes. But nothing more invasive.  

13. My wife and 2 boys are avid outdoor enthusiasts. We'd love the opportunity to hike, 

mountain bike in the recreational area.  We have a dog as well and would like to allow 

dogs in the area.  Dog poop bags should be provided to decrease dog waste in the water 

sources area. 

14. E-bikes should be restricted to "pedal assist", I believe that is considered class 1. Public to 

the entire watershed has been allowed for 50 years or more and we have clean, safe, and 

even "award winning" water. We do not need to restrict public access to this area - at least 

not at this time or in the near future. Many restrictions would come with increased use. If 

we had 1000 people a day hiking through the watershed we would have a problem - 

having a few people a week hike through is not a problem. We may need to change access 

policy 10, 20, or 50 years in the future but not today. 

15. I feel we should go very slowly in allowing  human activities here.  Beyond hiking, we 

should let animal populations grow, and nature rest and regenerate. 

16. Keep it how it currently is set up, just allow e-bikes for folks with limited mobility but 

like to ride.  Given how nuts all the other trails and day use parks are around us we do not 

want to add more parking or trails. 

17. Horses / trailers can take up a LOT of parking space. While indifferent to horseback riding 

itself, the parking accommodation must be elaborated upon  

18. Public access should be very limited. 

19. I think the trail maps and rules should be posted on a local site, but not promoted. 

20. The rate payers should be the only individuals allowed access. 
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21. I do not want to see the arch cape watershed being used as a "bridge" connecting state 

parks and nclc rain forest. I really hope that we can keep our watershed just as it is, a 

watershed, with a maturing forest and some old logging roads throughout.  

22. Access should be for those who pay into the Arch Cape Water District exclusively.  

23. I think these surveys are a great tool to figure out what the community wants, but I worry 

that without adequate understanding of the impacts (or lack thereof) on water quality, 

erosion, etc. this will lead to more restrictive policies than is needed. It is also my belief 

that we should be striving to maintain a recreation policy similar to the one that has 

existed there in the past. Too much change to rec. policies will bring confusion and 

increased need for security which the management team is not prepared to supply 

adequately.  

24. No public access at all.  Close property entirely. 

25. I do not think any recreational access should be allowed.  added expenses and liability 

issues. 

26. There is no established parking area and I'm not sure if there is any place to put one. 

Unless there is and there is access to it from 101 promoting the hiking trails could easily 

lead to increased traffic on the side roads and unauthorized parking on private property. 

27. The forester says that no other municipal owned watershed is open to the public and that 

recreation will have a negative effect on water quality.  So, if we bought the watershed to 

improve water quality, why does the Board's plan allow for recreation in the source water 

area? 

28. I think it is important to separate our  forest from NCLC.  We have entirely different 

needs.  The national park services should not be involved in the decisions to be made by 

the Arch Care Water District for the Watershed that we own.  We can make these 

decisions without their involvement. 

29. Our support for acquisition of the forest area was based on the understanding that we 

would be protecting the watershed and the natural resources, not creating a tourist 

attraction. We strenuously object to promoting the area for recreational use.  

30. Would like the community property owners to have a say in the public access and 

recreation plan 

31. Dogs should be allowed in the area and not controlled by North Coast Land conservancy! 

32. I would like all areas including the drinking water source area open to scientific research. 

Examples could be US Fish & Wildlife, Oregon State University's Oregon Bee Atlas, 

Oregon Dept of Agriculture, etc. Scientific research that supports professional 

organizations.  
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Financial Management 

 

Background 

 

Financial Management relates to those sections of the Multi-Resource Management Plan that 

address Watershed operating costs, revenue sources – including logging - and related financial 

controls & reporting.  The plan for harvesting / not harvesting is not only a key component of 

Financial Management, but is a required section of the Management Plan per the December 2, 

2022 email from ODF;  

 

December 2, 2022 email: “The Management Plan might not include harvests for the timeframe 

of the plan but this should be based on the objectives of management. The management should 

not restrict harvests during a time period because harvests are a tool that may be needed in 

unforeseen circumstances even if they are not planned, such as for fire/wind salvage. Any policy 

that restricts the ability to conduct forest management activities would be counter to the purposes 

for which the property was enrolled in FLP.” 

 

Section 2, page 17 of the Multi-Resource Management Plan is the ‘Governance Section’.  That 

section states; “Arch Cape Forest will be established as a separate distinct business unit. As such, 

the Arch Cape Forest will maintain separate financial controls and reporting. These will include 

business unit specific long-range operating & financial plans, annual budgets, bank accounts, and 

financial reporting (e.g., balance sheet, income statement, and cash flow statement).” 

 

Section 4, page 41 of the Multi-Resource Management Plan is the section ‘Timber Harvest’.  That 

section states; It is the recommendation of the Advisory Committee to not commercially harvest in 

the Arch Cape Forest. This must be balanced against the financial reality of community forest 

ownership and stewardship.” 

 

Section 5, page 62 of the Multi-Resource Management Plan is the section ‘Harvest Levels’.  That 

section states;  “The remaining 67% of the property will be harvested at a rate of approximately 

3% per year, based on current standing inventory, with the rate updated to reflect a normalization 

of age distribution over the initial 20 years of ownership.” 

 

Assessment 

 

The Watershed has been owned by the Water District for over 6 months.   As yet there is still not 

an operating budget for the current year that shows all anticipated lines item costs along with 

revenue sources for those items, much less long-term operating plans / financial plans  (similar to 

what was contained within the previous Financial Plan that is no longer posted on the District’s 

web site).  As such financial controls and reporting, as called for in the Governance section of the 

Management Plan, are not in place.    

 

The previous Financial Plan called for logging in 2023 and 2024 and, without it, an operating 

shortfall was projected to start 2029.  The Multi-Resource Management Plan is not clear about 

whether or not logging is intended within the scope of this Management Plan. 
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Individual Respondent Comments on Financial Management 

 

1. A bond levy would be preferable to rate increases though both may be needed in 

combination. Two problems with a bond levy:  a General Obligation bond can't be used for 

ongoing maintenance; and I think it's unlikely a bond measure would pass unless the voters 

were satisfied that all alternatives had been thoroughly explored.  One of those alternatives 

is fund-raising. There are some deep pockets in this community, some of which could be 

tapped. There are also local, statewide, and national environmental organizations that need 

to be approached to see where there's interest in supporting a local water district that takes 

a forest out of the logging game. It's important to determine whether a fund-raising 

campaign could produce all or a significant share of what's needed to reduce or eliminate 

the burden on Arch Cape residents and property owners.  

2. How many other sources of financial assistance beyond hitting up owners/ratepayers for 

shortfalls have been explored? 

3. Would that levy amount to about 12 dollars a month? 

4. Has the Board done any survey for endangered species?  Logging should only be permitted 

in the non-restricted areas 

5. Somebody has to pay the piper. Rate payer/increases place the burden on the most 

benefited. Tax levies presumably broaden the burden across a greater audience, but run the 

risk of being voted down by those outside the benefit. A pay-for-play permit model for 

access/recreational use could be used to offset the costs of enforcement, but also some 

additional portion of costs for road maintenance, improvements, etc. Logging would 

preferably be done in areas that are furthest away from neighborhoods, and of course, in 

fashions that are equally beneficial to the ecology and wildlife as they are to the funding of 

the needed revenue stream. 

6. All of this is mute UNTIL we gain a realistic perspective on a non-logging financial 

scenario vs an updated logging one. Road assessments, current timber prices and inflation 

all play into it BUT let's get going and create this comparison.  

7. See comments above. Figure out other funding sources, rather than adding to community 

burden. 

8. We should remain flexible until we have the results in from the assessment in #9. Any 

logging, of course, should follow the precepts in the book "Ecological Forest Management" 

by Franklin et al. 

9. Reduce the scope of the project to only include items and actions that support protection 

and continuation of our water source. Simplify governance plan to minimize costs, 

bureaucracy and kingdom building.  

10. The District should not be allowed to impose any rate increases or further dues on the rate 

payers for this project for numerous reasons however, I'd site the fact that we never got to 

VOTE on accepting the project to begin with which should have included in its comms. 

package to the public that should we vote yes, future rate increases or taxes would be 

required to pay for it.  Again, the board and the management team need to be held 
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accountable for this, and the rate payers bailing them out by funding the project only 

enables there decision and decisions to continue. 

11. Unbelievable that the board did not determine these costs! Why should tiny, little Arch 

Cape water users be on the hook for this!  

12. The connection with NCLC looks very dodgy and it looks like we got taken by them to buy 

some property that they wanted access to without buying it themselves.  

13. How would a tax levy be calculated to the property owners in Arch Cape?  Street front, lot 

size, lot location.  

14. Even if we do some logging to assist with expenses it will have less impact than if the land 

was owned by a commercial timber company. Considering that the land had not purchase 

cost our need for logging to produce revenue should be far less than what would be 

required by a commercial timber company. 

15. The climate has changed. The trees here are stressed die to less rain…and many in the 

region have died. Do NOT cut our live, healthy trees. Let them grow naturally & get some 

of that State money for carbon sequestering!  

16. Opening up ratepayers to potentially large amounts of debt in order to do "eco-logging" 

and fantasy tourism is irresponsible in a fiduciary sense.     

17. I favor logging only when it meets the goal of returning the forest to a more natural state. 

18. Ask the board members who approved this debacle to leave their estates to the water & 

sewer district. 

19. I am fundamentally against logging a preserved watershed. I think it is important to talk 

about all options in depth, and be open to feedback for best solutions financially.  

20. There is no situation in which the board will make a sound choice. Spend no money, let 

time go by. They should have gotten approval ahead of time.  

21. Have current assumptions on pricing been used or are the numbers still pre-COVID? Costs 

have increased substantially and revenue from log sales has stagnated and fallen a bit. Does 

the plan take this into account?  

22. any additional operational costs should not be shouldered by the rate payers since they 

were effectively excluded from the decision to buy this forest.  perhaps the few people who 

are responsible for the unnecessary purchase of the forest should pay any shortfall costs. 

23. More transparency and openness to public comment.  Share options with rate payers with 

full disclosure and details to build trust and support.   

24. Why has the Board not updated the financial plan and kept it current?  There isn't even a 

budget for this year and the forest was purchased in June.  How are expenses being paid 

25. The board needs full transparency 

26. These numbers aren't meaningful to me as presented. Without some estimate of the impact 

on an average water / sewer bill, or an estimate of dollar impact of a proposed tax levy, I 

don't have the data I need to make a decision.   
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27. I would like to have a no logging financial plan to consider. 

28. I would like to have an option for a no logging financial plan to consider. 

29. It doesn't look like any commercial harvesting will generate enough funds to offset 

expenses and the only positive would be jobs, hopefully for local people and grooming the 

forest towards a legacy forest. This may be why no commercial company wanted it; too 

expensive to maintain, doesn't scale out to profits.  I have no idea how to project costs 

twenty or thirty  years ahead, tossing in possible grants and donations which is why I have 

consistently voted for the least amount of intervention as possible, even understanding the 

desire to generate an old growth stand.. It's all about the money in the coming months.   

30. A Tax levy is more equitable as it spreads out the costs to the lot owners who are not yet 

using water resources. I am for logging only if the mother trees are identified and left alone 

and if a professional assessment was done to understand what trees can be logged with old 

growth forest health in mind.  

 

 

 

Individual Respondent General Comments to the Board 

 

1. We bought our property in Arch Cape for many reasons, but also ones that were tied to 

being able to access the forest behind our home for hiking, biking, hunting, wildlife 

viewing, and general coastal forest experience.  We do not want to see any of those 

previous opportunities become removed from us. We support sustainable forest 

management practices including logging, as even logging provides critical habit for a 

diverse wildlife population, catastrophic fire risk reduction, not to mention the necessary 

revenue streams to cover the costs to preserve the Forest into the future. 

2. Why is National Park Service involved in logging and public access?  

3. As this Forest management process proceeds, I truly hope that this survey, with its validity 

and integrity, is strongly listened to, and included in the decisions that are upcoming. It is 

thoughtful voice of a majority of Arch Cape residents.  

4. How about a $30 annual user fee for people accessing/using forest as a way to supplement 

operations and costs.  Find additional grant funds to offset forest mgt costs.  Lessen funds 

allocated for forest mgt professionals to plan…let some of the seriously qualified 

community professionals, who have already volunteered to assist the board, prepare and 

operate the forest mgt plan. 

5. I’d like the Board to know that the project itself of preserving a town water source is 

wonderful and that I support it however, all trust has been lost in them and management 

with how this was, and currently is still be undertaken.  No confidence in the leadership 

anymore. 

6. I would like to see access to the land remain much as it has for the last 50 or more years, 

meaning walk in access, no camping, and access to the entire site. We can restrict this 

sometime in the future if required due to increased use. I do not want to see improvements 



Page 14 of 14 

 

such as parking, bathrooms, picnic tables, etc. I do not want to see promotion that will 

attract more people, instead leaving it as more mostly undeveloped coast range land that 

allows non-motorized access with no overnight use. Prohibit access during times of high 

fire danger as is common with coastal forests. 

7. Any logging (or "thinning") in our forest threatens our water, our fire safety & the climate. 

There are much better ideas!  

8. As district supporters we should be involved in every discussion every decision, we are 

available by mail and email. Making decisions without public input is outrageous and 

shameful in a small district as ours.  

9. What is the long-term and short-term management team look like? Is it Chris, Pat, and 

Clark? Will they be making the management decisions AND hiring contractors, submitting 

notifications with the state, hiring auditors to ensure work is done correctly, managing 

security, working with any certification program, ensuring water, soil, and environmental 

protection? Forest management is more than just making the decisions, who is going to do 

the work of ensuring that the forest is managed to the standards that it should be? You 

bought this forest, you have to manage it. You cannot expect volunteers to be able to 

understand the intricacies of forestry without the training and experience. This forest will 

always require management and work regardless of the level of harvest.  

10. Increased transparency and openness to hearing public concerns, questions and 

suggestions.  

11. I would like the water district board to fully engage the community in decisions that impact 

the community. 

12. That a community owner group would have a say in the public access and recreation plan. 

13. I know the district has tried for wells in the past and may acquire one soon but I would still 

pursue that option. It could take a huge burden off of all of us and should supply lines and 

parts ever become an issue again, pumps and pipe are easier to get than expensive filters. 

14. Allow scientific research in all areas.  Tax levy is more equitable than increasing rates. I 

support logging only if an assessment of the forest has been done with biodiversity in 

mind.  

 

 

 

 



                     
 
January 10, 2023 
 

Dear Arch Cape Water District Board and Arch Cape Community, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comment on the Arch Cape Community Forest 
Management Plan. The signed organizations below represent thousands of outdoor 
recreationalists, hunters, and anglers across the state of Oregon. Our missions are the 
following: 
 
The Oregon Chapter of Backcountry Hunters and Anglers (BHA) aim to protect and conserve 
public lands: forests, mountains, prairies, streams and lakes that support our hunting and 
angling traditions. The Theodore Roosevelt Conservation Partnership's mission is to guarantee 
all Americans quality places to hunt and fish. 
 
It has come to our attention that the Arch Cape Community Forest FMP sights recreationalists, 
specifically hunters as a point source for water quality concerns. Simply put, this is not a fact 
supported by science but rather is anti-hunting rhetoric that further creates a divide between  
surrounding communities and law-abiding hunters. We encourage the District Board of 
Directors to allow responsible, non-motorized hunting on this new community forest in order to 
provide local community harvest opportunities and as a way to manage robust elk herds in the 
surrounding forest. Our groups look forward to engaging in the ensuing public access discussion 
as it moves forward.  
 
As organizations that value wild landscapes and fresh water for fish, wildlife, and people alike 
we thank you for your time and consideration of our concerns. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Oregon Chapter of Backcountry Hunters and Anglers 
 
Theodore Roosevelt Conservation Project 
 
 
 
 



January 2, 2023

Enclosed is my personal public comment in response to the Arch Cape Management Proposal.

This public comment is dated within the window allotted for public comment and is entitled to be read
aloud at all meeting minutes including zoom and or in person meetings.

Thank you for the opportunity to address this Proposal.

Personal back story:

Born and raised in Arch Cape since 1974.
Property purchased in 1945.
My son's are the 5th generation to enjoy Arch Cape.

Our family has enjoyed gatherings on New Year's,  4th of July and everything in between.

I have fond memories of post New Year's swim get togethers at Betty Snows home since the 70's.

I agree with most of the Proposal except the language regarding hunting specifically.

Hunting in the east hills behind Arch Cape has been a long time tradition for families providing healthy
meals for their families while managing the Elk population going back to the Native American early years.
Which my family ancestory includes the Clatsop Nehalem and Chinook tribes.

This is a tradition I have grown to enjoy and appreciate. Hiking early up into the hills while watching the
sun come up. Passing on traditions of hunting and  knowledge to my sons Ashton and Jordan on the
meaning of hunting /hiking.

Hunting in the Onion Peak unit is extremely challenging,  yielding a below average success rate. ODFW
rates this unit at approximately 8 to 10% harvest rate due to the steep, dense difficult terrain. I myself
have harvested 1 bull elk in 10 years which falls within this range.

Arch Cape Forest is what it is today as a result of the last 100 years of management including wildlife
management.  In the last 10 years we have experienced a dramatic increase of wildlife population and
predators due to changes from ODFW harvesting limits and urban sprawl. In turn allowing less harvesting
,less Elk habitation and in town non-native vegitation contributing to Elk inhabiting the edge of inner city
areas.

Surf Pines, Gearhart, Cannon Beach , Tolovana are experiencing the full effects on wildlife
mismanagement currently.  On my way to the cabin last weekend there was an Elk harem behind the
Coaster Theater in downtown Cannon Beach. Creating a dangerous situation as tourists get closer to
captures a picture.

Living in Surf Pines north of Gearhart from 1987 to 1997 I was able to experience the danger that Elk
pose as they move into the neighborhoods. This includes dogs being killed by sharp antlers,  children
being chase in their yards and automobiles being charged and damaged specifically during the months of
the Rut.



Currently Elk herds are habitating the properties on the East side of Arch Cape and causing damage to
lawns. This can escalate rapidly with the removal of human hunting pressure and excessive harem and
herd growth.

Allong with rapid Elk growth comes predator growth including Cougar/ Mountain Lion and Coyote
population. Many Game Cameras have documented this over the years. We are currently seeing the
highest level of Cougars ever.

ODFW offers a map of Elk Damage areas during the purchase process of a license and tag. Elk cause
extreme drainage and erosion damage. This is how the State manages and creates balance for the
wildlife and territory.

If hunting is banned as proposed in the Arch Cape Forest Management Proposal this will unequivocally
have a negative impact of the balance that has been fostered by the State and community hunters.
Resulting in more damage, erosion, aggression, and predator animals encroaching the watershed/
homes. And if urination and carcasses truly are the reason stated for the concern of water quality.  Well,
this certainly raises question.

Added , the relatively small group of local hunters apprx 20 that enjoy hunting in the surrounding area
share the same feeling and are stewards of the land. Cleaning garbage,  reporting illegal poaching,
sharing game with neighbors loving and taking care of the land. Ensuring the balance continues for many
generalizations to follow.

Visit with a local hunter.

Listen to a local hunter with an open mind.

Explore sustainable options and balance.

Be humble and comprising.

These guys are some of the best people you will meet.

We will be the first to help protect the land and you.

We know the whole area with knicknames for all locations.

Local hunters have formed excellent communication with water treatment employees and neighbors
looking out for everyone's best interest.

Before a vote or a decision is made .. please please reach out to some hunters and inquire about areas of
mismanagement and heavy Elk populations such as Surf Pines, Gearhart and Cannon Beach.

Elk and Predator animals inhabiting inner cities is extremely  challenging to reverse and balance. And
poses great risks and liability. Arch Cape is in the cusp of joining them. Let's not disrupt the balance.

In conclusion:



A solution that I would offer is this..

Specially train and permit a handful of locals to keep the Elk at manageable numbers. This will reduce
human traffic and assure there will be the lightest footprint. Speaking for myself  personally i would also
donate the harvest to families in need or a reputable non profit for distribution.

We spend many hours and days in the hills behind Arch Cape and know it very well.
Not working closely with Local Hunters is not working toward a solution.

Thank you for your time

I am available 24/7 for concerns or questions.

I specifically request again that this public comment be read at all minutes of all meetings pertaining to
this response.

Reed Morrison

9712852222



 
Shoemaker 

3139 Pacific Avenue 
Cannon Beach, OR 97110 

 
ers@traskgroup.com 

 

 
 
December 15, 2022 
 
 
Dear Arch Cape Community: 
 
 
This letter is public comment on the Arch Cape Community Forest (“ACCF”) access planning process. As background, my 
wife and I live in Cannon Beach and we are active users of the both the Arch Cape and Ecola watersheds (~ 75 trips per 
year). Our family has continually accessed this land (hiking, biking, foraging, hunting, etc.) for four generations. 
 

Given our deep connection to this place, we consider ourselves major stakeholders in both the process and result of the 
new ACCF management plan. We have followed the evolution (Stimson > EMF > NCLC x ACCF) of this combined project 
over the last 10 years with guarded optimism and enthusiastic support. More recently, I have been a keen, albeit 
intermittent, participant in the public planning meetings for the ACCF. 
 

Throughout this more recent ACCF process, we have mostly listened. Our conclusion from this exercise is that we are in 
danger of compromising not only this specific effort, but also future projects of similar scope across the state. This land 
was purchased with ~$6MM of public money from a variety of sources. Contained within these public sources are 
conditions that specific classes of users cannot be excluded from the forest. Rational and tailored access restrictions for 
water quality and sensitive habitat are allowed, but such distinctions cannot be drawn broadly according to class of user.  
 

Exactly one year ago, I offered public comment about specifically negative “anti-hunting” language in the draft 
management plan (August 2021). To paraphrase, this language highlighted hunting, specifically and before all other 
forms of recreational use, as a potential point source water quality issue. While this language has been moderated in the 
latest version (the word “careless” has been removed to describe hunters), the agenda is consistent. Earlier this week, 
two versions of the same draft were circulating (12Dec22 and 13Dec22), the earlier of which proscribed hunting as an 
allowed use on Page 54. From what smoke-filled room did this draft emerge and why was it so quickly backpedaled one 
day later? Have we already made management decisions before even identifying, let alone engaging, stakeholders? 
 

Increased recreational use by all user groups is a potentially valid water quality concern. However, specifically 
highlighting hunting as a potential point source is not supported by science, moves the dialogue incrementally towards 
actual violations of the access conditions within our public funding, and is patently discriminatory. Applying such logic 
broadly, we might be better served by politely asking all Arch Cape wildlife to please avoid dying near source water. 
 

We absolutely share valid local concern regarding over-use in all forms. None of us want to see this land broadcast 
indiscriminately on the internet or in print. If Shingle Mill Rd. becomes the next Short Sands parking lot, we will have 
failed as good neighbors and good stewards. Therefore, it would be a major procedural failure to see a very public 
conflict resulting from attempted access restrictions based on class of user.  
 

The desired result seems simple to us: i) manage this land for clean, reliable, and affordable water for ratepayers, ii) 
restore native ecosystem diversity and functionality whenever possible, iii) harvest timber sustainably to offset 
ratepayer and restoration costs, and iv) foster a culture of inclusive place-based community stewardship among all of us 
who use this forest. We need not advertise to be inclusive, but we must respect all historic uses and all user groups. 
 

We appreciate this opportunity to share our perspective and welcome further dialogue. The ACCF can be a truly 
remarkable project – resulting in one of those rare win/win/wins of which we can all be proud, but the public 
engagement process appears in need of recalibration to realize this goal. 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
Eric R. Shoemaker 






