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Executive Summary

Recreation visitors of the Oregon State University College Forests (College Forests)
participated in a collaborative planning effort to draft this document of recommendations for
the future of the recreation program. The purpose of these community geadrat
recommendations is to serve as the foundation for a strategic recreation plan for the College
Forests. In this process, community members who recreate in the forest participated in focus
groups to identify issues and concerns and generate ideas fooweprents. The College
Forests Recreation Collaborative (Collaborative), a group of community representatives, was
then formed to develop these opportunities and challenges into more concrete descriptions of
the types of recreation opportunities users wddike to have in the College Forests. This
document was generated from this collaborative effort, and represents the thoughts, opinions
and ideas of the community of College Forests recreation visitors. All those with an interest in
how recreation is maamged on the College Forests are invited to provide comments on this
document to better inform the next step of developing a strategic recreation plan.

The Collaborative recommended different areas of the forests provide different
recreation settings so tit users can have diverse experiences inGoegeForests. A system
of opportunity classes would establish defined areas, each with a specific set of appropriate
features, structures and desired social and resource conditions. The recommended system
indudes a spectrum of opportunity classes designed to provide opportunities from accessible
parks to challenging explorations.

Within these opportunity classes, a diverse set of trail types was also recommended,
including: highly developed park trails, generic forest trails, trails traversing long distances, and
trails offering technical challenges. Most new traisuld bedesigred for all user groups, while
some may be designed for a particular, primary use. The recreation user community
recommends that trail designation be balanced and inclusive of the diversity of recreation use
types. The Collaborative recommendations incladset of criteria under which it would be
appropriate to exclude certain use types from trails.

Additional recommendations to address common issues on the College Forests include:
parking enhancements at access points, updates to maps and trail signagement of
invasive species, expansion of access hours, additional environmental interpretation and more
community involvement. Users recommend expanding opportunities for donations and
volunteerism to generate the resources that would be required to endese improvements
and support recreation program into the future.
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This report outlines each of these recommendations in detail. The community is invited
to contribute to these recommendations by submitting comments to be included in the final
document This report and your comments will be used to inform the development of a
strategic plan that incorporates the needs of the community into the management of
recreation on the College Forests.
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Introduction

Purpose & Need

TheOregonSate University (OSUEollegeForestswere donatedprimarily for the
purpose ofresearch, teaching, and demonstratiohheCollege-orests are also managed for
recreation, andimber harvests whose revenues support all these activitiescreation in
oswa / 2t t S3S ardmpNdaddorributionjos &8 NI £ £ A thangA aa A2y (2
community livability Community members visit the forests regiyap hike,walk their dogs,
run abng a trail, mountain bike, ride their horses, and h{bunn Forest only)lrable 1 provides
a breakdown of activities forest visitors participate in on the College Foresterding to a
20009 visitor survey conducted by Drs. Needham and RosenBetigeCollege Forestsee
about 11,500 visitors each yeprimarily from the Corvallis vicinitffhe average visitor has
been coming to the College Forests for 11 yeand does so during the summer months about
once a week. They often drive to the forest amine alone or with a dofpr two hours or less

Table 1. Forest Activity Participation as percentage of 2009 survey respohdents

Typical Forest Activity| Activities Eer Participatedin”

Hiking or walking 42 94
Trail running or jogging 21 52
Dog walking 17 60
Mountain biking 15 47
Horseback riding 3 7
Nature viewing 1 55
Bird watching 0 24
Hunting 0 2
Other 1 8

Gt NAYFNE FFOUAQGAGE AY G6KAOK &2dz G@LIAOKTEfe LI NI

b4/ KSO1 Fff OGAGAGASE Ay AKDodals dzfyiz €2 KiISa & FS NJ
Recreation, however, is not part of tleeiginalmissionfor which the College Forests

were donated which has resulted in a lardyenformal recreation planning process based on

little understanding oA & A 4 2 NB Q RS & A NB ainfoFngaNalarhidgicdaNofing RS @St 2 L.

with it inefficiencies, user conflicts, inequitable access to different user types, unintentional

damage to the resource, and disruption of primary uses such as harvesting and research.

Through requests madto managers and responses to th@09 visitor survey, users of the

Forests have expressed an interest in seegugeation opportunities grow

! Needham, M.D., & Rosenberger, R.S. (2011) Public support, demand, and potential revenue for recreation at the
McDonaldDunn Forest (Final project report for Oregon State University College Forests and College of Forestry).
Corvallis, OR: Oregon State UWmaity, Department of Forest Ecosystems and Society.
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The increasing demand for recreation has demonstratectad for strategicecreation

plaming in the College ForesiBhe purpose of this document is to sumnzacommunity
stakeholderecommendations for recreation plamy on the College ForesfBhese
recommendationsome out of the College2FNBE 4 1 & NB ONB I A 2 yto saleia S NOK
input from, and collaborate withengaged visitorso serve as a foundation for strategic
recreation planning.

ProjectObjectives

- ldentify and articulate the interests of visitors and stakeholders for enhancing the
recreation opportunities on th€ollege Forests.

- Improve the transparency of the planning process for forest recreation resource
management through participatory planning.

- Build collaborative partnerships with stakeholders in the community around recreation
planning and management.

- Initiate a strategic planning process for recreation opportunities on the College Forests.

- /[ 2YGNROdzS (G2 GKS DNIRdzr S wSaSINOK ! aarxaaly
completion of her Masters of Science in Forest Ecosystems and Society in tlge Gblle
Forestry. A short summary of the research questions and findings can be foapdandix
B of this document.

Process

Overview

The recommendations contained in this documanrg the result of a mukstage
processngagng community members and stakeholders wiflollege Fores€nanagers and
researchersThe process described below was designebduitd the foundation for a mutually
beneficial plan for recreation in th€ollege Forests. Thesecommendations articulat the type
of recreationthe communitywants, and howthe forestsmight be managel for those
conditions. The results froitiis processnformed the content of this report, and will continue
to inform the further development of a strategic recreation pldinis plan will outline future
developments to recreation infrastructure and outline guidelines for effective program
management.

The community engagement process was facilitated by a research team made up of
Elspeth Gustavson (MS candidate in Forest Ecosystems and Society), Christine Olsen (Faculty
Research Associate in Forest Ecosystems and Society), and Ryan Brown (Recreaten &flana
OSU College Forests). This team planned and conducted the focus groups and Recreation
Collaborative sessions, and Elspeth Gustavson compiled the resulting information into this
document.
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Limits of Acceptable Change Framework

The College Forestatend to follow a version of the Limits of Acceptable Change (LAC)
process for recreation planningAds a planning frameworkhat wasestablished by Stankey,
Cole, Lucas, Peterson, and Frissell in 1985 for the U.S. Forest’Séruiters a common
process and language for recreatiogsource managers to utilize planning.This process
outlines nine important steps for evaluating, managiagd balancing recreation use with
resourceprotection as seen inigure 1 The results presented here are spezafly part of the
first two steps of this process, identifying issues and concerns, and dgénih describing
opportunity clases(also called zonesPpportunity classedefine the resource, social, and
managerial conditions considered appropriate atesirable ina defined zone of the natural
ared. Theseshared stakeholdeinterests will continue to inform later stges of the planning
process

Identify
Alternative
Opportunity

Specify Measurable Standards
for the Resource and
Social Indicators

Selected for Each Zone
Opportunity Allocations Identify
Inventory Management
Existing Actions for

Resource
and Social
Conditions

Select A Eva:::;tlon
olfng:acs‘:)t:rrze s SOl:fc:Ion
Conditions L, proferred

Define and ‘ Implement

Actions and
Monitor

Issues and Conditions
Concerns

Describe
Opportunity Identify
Zones

Figure 1. Limitsf Acceptable Change Framewbrk

2Stankey, G. H., Cole, D. N., Lucas, R. C., Petersen, M. E., & Frissell, S. S. (1985). The limits of acceptable change
(LAC) system for wilderness plannigneral Technical Report, Intermountain Foeesl Range Experiment

Station, USDA Forest Seryi@d&lF176).

®Hendee, J.C., Stankey, G.H., & Lucas, R.C. {\@88)ness managemer@ﬂ“d ed.). GoldenCO: North American

Press.

* Daniel Boone National Forestome. (n.d).. Retrieved April 22014, fom
htttp://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/dbnf/lhome/?cid=stelprdb5346360
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Step One: Focus Groulgentify Issues and Concerns

Beginning in Apribf 2013, the research team startedcruiting community members to
participate in focus groupthat wereintended toidentify stakeholderissues, concerns and
desires for recreation on the College Fores$tlyers describing the opportupito engage in
recreation planning for the College Forests were posted in key locations throughout the
community of Corvallis and at trailhead kiosks. Further, information on tbegrwas
disseminated throughdy stakeholder contacts and community gpsucenterecon different
recreationactivities This effort generated interest from 102 community memb¢4
mountain bikers24 hikers, 20 equestrian9 runners,and5 hunters)from which the research
team randomly selected 55 to invite to the focu®gp meetings.

Up to 12 interested community members from each cornerstone recreation user group
came together in one of five focus group meetimg#\pril and May2013 hikers, nountain
bikers,equestrianstrail runners, and hunter8y separating patipants by their use type,
each group couldonsider their interestassues, and concerns without being inhibited by
considering the needs of other groug=or these meetings wengaged in open discussion to
brainstorm regardinghe following questions:

1) Imagine the ultimate College Forest of your dreams in 20 yewisat does it look like
and how is that different from today?

2) What is most important to you about recreating in the College Forests? What
management actions would you recommend to promote thasportant aspects?

3) Do you have issues, concerns, or barriers regarding your recreational use of the College
Forests? What are they? What management actions would you recommend to address
these concerns?

4) When you visit the College Forests, do you come wgrb learn something or solely
for the purpose of recreation? What do you want to learn about? How would you like to
receive this information?

Thesefocus groupgoncludedwith a mapping exercise where small groups took the concepts
discussed above andelv areas in the forest where they occur. In other words, the research
team asked participants to circle areas they found important, where their issues and concerns
occur, andvherethey would like to access in the future.

The researchgam thensolicitedadditionalinput from thecommunity members that
were not selected to participate in the focus groups. The questions addressed in the focus
groups were sent by email to other community members and their responses were also
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collectedand consideredComplete summaries of the input gathered ms effort are available
in the appendix of this documer(Appendices R I).

Step Two: Collaboration to Define and Describe Opportunity Classes

To define opportunity classdsr the College Forests, the research team assembled the
College Forests Recreation Collaborative. The group consisted of 14 petguitedfrom focus
group participantsthe Forest Recreation Advisory Committee, and members of key
underrepresented commuty groups. The collaborative membership included equal
representation from each user group (two representatives each for hikers, equestrians,
hunters, mountain bikers, and trail runners), one representative from disability and access
services, another fnrm the OSU undergraduate student population (underrepresented groups),
and the research team including the College Forests Recreation Manager. This group met four
times’ throughout November and December of 2013 to workshop the results of the step one
focusgroups into concrete recommendations for trails and opportunity classes/zones. Each
meeting was a progressive continuation of discussion that shaped the recommendations in this
report.

Meeting One¢ Research team presented the focus group recommendatiagséen in
Appendix §; and the Collaborative then identified important topics for further
discussion.

Meeting Twoc Review of LAC and began the discussion to define desired opportunity
classes.

Meeting Threeg Finalizatiorof the desired opportunity classes and discussion regarding
trail management and design for different user groups.

Meeting Four¢ Opportunity class and trail type mapping and further discussion of
primary and multiuse trail designations as well as acadpe reasons for
excluding specific user groups from a given trail.

> Five meetings were actually heldue to inclement weather in December, the fourth collaborative
meeting was rescheduled shortly before the holidaysa Aessult,not all membes were abldo attend
anda second makep meetingwith an abbreviated agenda was held.
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Figure 2. Members of the College Forests Recreation Collaborative at work.
Next Steps & Future Public Involvement

TheCollege Forests Recreation Collaborative meetings closed witlewssdisn of the
ANRdzLJAQ RSAANB F2N) FdzZNIKSNJ Ay@2f gSYSyd Ay GKS
recommendations for future public engagement. All of this input received throughout the
process is synthesized in this document which will feed into a greatdegtcaplan for both the
recreation program and the College Forests as a whole. The complete process is graphically
displayed in Figure 3 below.

Public
Comments

Action Plan

Figure 3. Recreation Planning Process in Context of Strategic Forest Plan

A draft of completedecommendationgthis document)vas reviewed by the members
of the College Forests Recreation Collaborative. After revisions were completed by the research
team, the completed document was published for public review.
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During this period of public review,embers of thecommunity are asked to comment
on these recommendations with ideas that add to the topics described and bring forward any
issues or solutions that were missed in our public engagement process so far. The College
C2NBaidaqQ adil arFsedk guBlic ledRbéadkgatiEatifingl plans will provide recreation
opportunities that meet community needs.

Constructive public comments will be incorporated into the recommendations outlined
here by the research team. This document will provide digegfi F2NJ / 2f £ SIS C2NB a
draft a near and long term strategic plan for the recreation program. This plan will be made
available first to the Recreation Collaborative, and then the larger community of recreation
visitors for review in 2015.

In the siImmer of 2014, a committee of College Forests and College of Forestry Staff and
Faculty will convene to craft a set of goals and objectives for the future of recreation on the
College Forests. These objectives will be informed by the public input praeeske content
2T GKAA R20dzyYSyid G2 IyasgSN GKS aKIFNR ljdzSaidArzy
social and resource conditions to be useadniriting the recreation plan.
Table2» / 2ffS3S C2NBadtaQ wSONBIGA2Yy tflFyyAy3a ¢AY
When Who Objectives & Activities

Community recreation | Brainstorm issues, concerns, and desires for

Spring2013 user focus groups College Forests Recreation

Transcription, analysis and summarization of

Summer 2013 | Research Team
focus group results.

: CollegeForests Establish a set of recommendations for Colleg

Winter 2013 , . : .
Recreation Collaborative Forests Recreation Planning

May 2014 College Forests Edit and comment on completed

y Recreation Collaborativg recommendations and objectives.
June 2014 Research team Revise re(_xmmendatlons according to

collaborative comments.

July 2014 Community of recreation Review these recommendations and objective

users and provide feedback.

Revise recommendations according to public

August 2014 | Research Team
comments.
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Summer 2014

Committee of College
Forests Staff and Faculty

Define a set of goals and objectives for
recreation on the College Forests

Summer 2014 | College Forests Staff Draft recreation plan.

Fall/Winter College Forests Review draft reaation plan and provide

2014 Recreation Collaborativg feedback.

2015 College Forests Staff Publish a draft recreation plan for public revie

and implementation.
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Opportunity Classes

The purpose oflefiningopportunity classefor forest recreation is to establish
management parameters and user expectations factearea of the College ForedEach
opportunity class is defined by a setfehtures andsocial and resourceonditions. This
collection of attributes wuld be appledto the landscape as appropriatelowever,each
designated area does not requiadl features and conditionto qualify as that opportunity
class.Table 3shows thefour class system for recreation opportunitiesdetailas developed by
the College Forests Recreation CollaboratiM@ese opportunities establishsaectrum of
opportunity areas from developed to remote.

Table 3RecommendedCollege Forest Recreation Opportunity Classes

Classifications

NS NS Semiremote Developed
Class Featureg Trailless Trailed
Facilities None Primitive Dog bags
bridges +AaAénenad) O
information
Trash receptacles
Porta-potties accessible fo
people with physical
disabilities
Picnic aeas
Weed removal stations
Water
Parking facilities
Horse trailer parking
Bridges benches & plaques
Managerial Indirect methods Onssite action Positivephysical presence
presence OSU & partners
Positive, minimaphysicalpresence
Collective ownership
Online
Experience Exploration Moderate, Safe, controlled,
Wild managed, introductory, park,
Solitude solitude, en accessible, attainable,
route inviting
Destinations | None Not thefocus | Access Short distances to reach o
destination via | accessible by car
trail
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Remotec¢ Trail

Remotec

less Trailed Semiremote Developed
Directional None Minimal Some Lots
Signage + A A AéneNE C
with maps and
information
Messages None Interpretation’ | Interpretation® | Interpretation’
Etiquette Introductionto
College Forests
Direct to
experiencege.g.
Distancego
destinations)
Interpretation® | None Nonsignage | Interpretive® Interpretive® signs
methods(e.g. | signs appropriate
seltguided appropriate
tours)
Night use Hunting* Mountain bike,| Available for alfecreation uses
Hunting*
Birding, nature watching
Access points | No defined Accessed via | Accessed via | Onsitetrailheads &

trailheads/parking
remote

trails or forest
roads
Trailheads/par

trails or forest
roads
Trailheads/park

parking

king remote ing remote

Unauthorized Analyze existing unauthorized trails and provide alternative (authorize

trails trails offering similar opportunities where appropriate.

Trails None Difficult Use roads Easy, Accessible
Intimate Many multiuse | Short/closeto
experience trails trailhead

Trail Types* None Long Long Long
Forest Technical Park

Forest
Events None Low frequency Educational,

community events

*see trails planning section for trail type definitioffgages 2829)
** for access to areas before shooting hours

*OYBANRYYSY Gl ¢

AYGSNLINBGEFOGAZ2Y A&

RSTAYSR

Fazx

relationships through the use of original objects, by firsthand experienwbg illustrative media, rather than

arvYLix e G2

O02YYdzy AOF GS T Ol Ehvitonndenta iatdipratatioh: 2 Yractical lguid¥ br { &

people with big ideas and small budgefilcrum Publishing. Pg. 411)
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Developed

In areas desigated asthe developedopportunity class facilitieswould be abundant

and managemenvould havea strong, positive presenc¥isitors would have a safe and
controlled recreation experience in developed areas on short, easy, and accessible trails.
Developed destinations may be accessible from the car or only a short distance away from
parking.Interpretive opportunities and edmational events wouldbe concentrated lere and
these developed areasomld be introductory locations fovisitors new to recreating in the
College Forestdrailneads, parkingaredsy R Ll2daAof e | GAAAG2NDA
access to these areasd provide informatioron and directions toecreation opportunities
available throughout the forest.

SemiRemote

Access to semriemote areas of the forest with many mulise trails and roadbased
recreation opportunities would bgained by traveling otrails or forest roadskeatues such as
bridges, benchesand some directional signs would carry over from developed to-semote
regions.Also, interpretive signage mayill be appropriate h semiremote areas however
community and educationadvents would occur here at a low frequency. Theseskt zones
would provide a maagedexperience where the visitor may be en route to other zones or a
specific destinationyet alsohave the opportunity to experience some solitude

Remote Trailed

The remote trailed classould offer visitors narrow difficult trails for a more intimate
experience with opportunities for solitude. Visitorsutd explore the forests Wwere
management uselmited indirectmethods.Access points would be remote and toss would
likely have to pass through sem@mote areasia trails and forest road® find these remote
opportunities.While destinations might exist in remote areas, they would not be the focus of
recreation opportunity andvould be accessed via longediches of trail.The onlyconstructed
featuresherewould be primitive bridges and minimal directional signing at trail or road
intersections to keep visitors from becoming lost.
There would be no road signs, no facilities, and trail access would b&heiatiails or forest
roads.

Remote Trailess

The remote traHless areas of the College Forests are where no traildd be
developed, though there may be existing roatlsere would beonly road signgndno
facilities These regions auld be left op@ for wildlife habitat and hunting acceasd would be
access by trails and forest roads. Visitoray enter these areas for a genuine opportunity to

17| Page August 27, 2014
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explore without trails, however their presence should leave no impactestablishany
unauthorizedtrails.

Opportunity Class Locations
The map on the following pageigbre 9 is the College Forests Recreation
/[ 2t f | 0 anNial iécor@gntedation for howpportunity classes might be located on and
applied to the College Forests lantdreflects the recormendations of two groups within the
collaborative working on separate maps. Therefore, areas of agreement between the two
groups are displayed darker than those recommended by only one. Overlapping colors
demonstrate where the two groupgaried regardingoningrecommendations
GCommentsthat refine the recommendations for locations of these opportunity classes
are welcome
Developed Opportunities; Generally, major access points on thertheast Dunn, and east,
south, and northcentral McDonald eriphery. Specificallfpeavy Arboretum, the
Chip Ross Park border, Oak Creek, Sulphur Spitiegsenter of the Cameron Tract,
and Lewisburg Saddle
Semiremote Opportunities ¢ Core of the McDonald forest, and possibly along the southern
and eastern edgesf Dunn forest cleest to developed access points
Remote Trailed Opportunitieg Remaining areas oe Dunn fores{at least its southwest
cornern as well aghe connecting boundary between Dunn and McDonald, the
periphery of theCameron tract, and thearthwest corner of the McDonald forest
Remote Traitless Opportunities; Northern reaches of the Dunn forest
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Legend
Forest Opportunity Classes
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Figure 4. Recommendations for Forest Opportunity Class Locations
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Recreation Program Recommendations

The following are several importambpics mentioned frequently in the recreation user
focus groups. These recommendations came with a high degree of agreement between the
various user groups interviewed. The topics are listed from most to least prevalent in the focus
group conversations.

Parking Enhancements
Key access points have a relatively significant shortage of places for parking. Focus

group participants reported thaturing high use times the Lewisburg Saddle and Oak Creek
parking areagan become dangerousecause of traffic coregtion and recreationists on foot,
bicycle, or horsebacKhese are the recommendatiortsat weremade to address #issue:

- Increase the efficiency of the current parking lots and expand in problem areas such as

Lewisburg Saddle, Jackson Crek] Dunn Brest gatesl 00,300, 400, and 540

- Create nore spaces for horse trailer parking.

- Place like racks at parking areas for those who bike to the trailhead to run or hike.

- Extend lus service to trailheads to reduce need for parking and allow for more access.

- Work withthe Gunty to expandarking atChip RosBark

Map Updates & Improvements
The focus groups all agreed that the current maps of the College Forests are inaccurate

and inaccessiblé he lack of accurate mapsieaused usergreatuncertaintyregardingwhere
designated trails are and which are unauthorized. These are some recommendations made for
providing maps:

- Update maps ad include topography.

- Sell maps in local recreation stores for accessibility and as a potential funding source.

- Offer alarge map of the Dunn forest.

- Ensuretrail names and road numbegse consistent betweemapsand signs

- Offer a downloadable GPS map.

Funding & Volunteerism

Recognizing that the desired improvements to recreation in the College Forests require
a great ekal of labor and funding, the focus groups suggested partnering with local community
members and groups. While parking fees or annual passes were suggested, the most agreeable
option was to offer more opportunities for voluntary donations to recreationelepment
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specificallyThis suggestion is further supported by the 2009 survey work of Drs. Needham and
Rosenbergetin the College Forests. They found a high degree of support for voluntary
contributions as 84% of users were willing to pay a voluntaryation of $30 on average ($20
median)t 2 i Sy AL ff &  GCNASYyRa 2douldibk GeaedwithE 4 G ¢ Y S Y
bumper stickers to display support around town and at the trailhead parkingBetgond this
primary idea, these are other recommendat®omade for community investment in College
Foressrecreation.
- Place @nation boxes and/or informatioabout howto donate at the trailheads.
- Supplement donation dollars with volunteer opportunitigsremove invasive species
and designbuild, and maintan trails that meet visitorneeds
- Partner with community groups who have funding, materials, and experiencelpo h
build trails and structures, such as Team Dirt, Oregon Equestrian Traildeandof the
Valley Runners.
- hFFSNR2LJG Gl ¢ NForconimurtitygd@up\d adopt current trails and help
maintain them, orto design build, and maintaimew trails.
- Make donating to the OSU Foundation recreatamtount a more visible option.

Access Hours
Visitors expressed interest in expanding the motor access to the forests beyond the

current dawn to dusk regulatiofhis is of particular concern during the dark winter months.
Many visitors currently access the forest during dark hours to participate in otherwise
legitimate recreation activitiesThe focus groups recommended the following possibilities for
access hours.

- Setexpandedixed hours for access

- Allow24-hour recreation access

- Allow for after dark access in some areas or trails.

Recreation as an Opportunity for Teaching & Research

Thefocusgroups were particularly interested in having more opportunities to learn
about the research activities occurring in the forest. They also made some recommendations
around planning, teachingnd potential areas for research.

"Needham, M.D., & RosenbergerSR(2011) Public support, demand, and potential revenue for recreation at the
McDonaldDunn Forest (Final project report for Oregon State University College Forests and College of Forestry).
Corvallis, OR: Oregon State University, Department of Foresy&tems and Society.
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- Use the forests as aaate to teach about collaborative land management practices and
principles around trail building and maintenance.
- Conduct ew research projectthat look at the differential ecological impacts of

recreation uses in the forest

Environmental Interpretation
While some visitors come to the forests for physical activities alone, many others desire
opportunities to learn while they recreateisted beloware the topics visitors would like to
learn more about, and the methods they would like this informatioesented to them. A more
thorough summary of the feedback regarding learnipgartunities is available inppendixE.
Educational Topics
- Current research occurring the College Forests with a summaryedgults.
- Updates on management activities occurring on @alegeForests and the reasons for
them.
- Alternative forestry practices and new methods for timber harvests.
- Safety and trail etiquette guidelines, particularly regarding ltowpproach other users
in the forests like horses, bikes, and dogs.
- Plant and animal identification, especially for any rare specie€tiilegda-orests host.
- Cultural history of theCollegeForests.
- Invasive and nommative species identification arftbw to keep from spreading them.
Distribution Methods
- Trailhead kiosks and trail signs, with regularly changing displays.
- Website, social media, and phone applications.
- Educational events including peer teaching and fireside talks.
- Electronic newsletter.
- Directional maps with educationaiformation included.
- Brochures.

- Videos.
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Invasive Species & Pest Management

There was concern regarding the proliferation of invasive species and pests in the forest
including Scotch broomalse brome, burs, tickand poson ak. These are some
recommerdations for howthe forests might control invasive plant species

- Spray herbicides.

- Remove plants with ‘anteer efforts

- Place bike washes at trailhead.

- Increasehe deerhunting limitsto reducetick populatiors.

Building Recreation Community

There wasome desire from the mountain biking, runnjragnd equestriangroups for
community groups and events to be organized foritliecreation activity. At a minimuyhey
would like information about existing groups and events posted on trailhead kioskasigase
an online calendar that community groups can post about upcoming events.

Hunting Program

Hunters require some special considerations and were primarily concerned with
improving the process for selecting recipients of hunting permits or tagse@iyy several
hunters reported not receiving tags for multiple successive years. This is probably because each
year selections are made at random from all applications submitted without any preference
system for those who did not get a tag in the previgear. Their recommendations for
handling this issue, as well as improvitng hunting program in other ways, are:

- Give preference points to people who did not get a permjbiiior years, possibly
mimicking thestate system.

- Retain the names of applicatvho did not get permits the previous year and then add
the new applicants to the drawing so that those who applied again have their names
entered twice ¢ér more), increasing their chaa®f receiving a tag.

- Expand the species available for hunting inalgdirds, turkey, predats; and special
hunts

- Leave patches of forest without trails and other developments for wildlife habitat.

- Give permits for bow hunting and master hunts in additional areas like the McDonald
forest.
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TrailsPlanning

Currently theCollege Forests provides mulise road based recreation opportunities
and 22 miles of authorized trails. Some trails are currently closed to specific uses to protect the
tread of the trail (reduce trail maintenance), provide for safety, or to provideHerhiker or
family experience. The number of miles designated for each type oatredss is shown below
in Table 4

Table4. OSU College Forests Current Trail System Access

Percent of Total
Trail Access Miles | Trail Mileage
Multi-use, yearound 8.1 36%
Multi-use, seasonally closed to npedestrian use| 4.8 22%
Pedestrian Only. Yeaound 9.3 42%

The most predominant topic of discussion in all the community meetings was tralil
conditions and developmenMany vsitors find the current 23niles of mostly gravebased
trails insufficient for the diversity of experiences desired in the forest. While themiletroad
system is also open for recreation use, visitors seek more singletrack trail opportunities.-The 25
mile usercreated system ofinauthorized tras ndicates the community has needs which are
not met by theauthorized trail andoad system. Bcommendationgrom visitors for trail
development in the College Forestse below The Collaborative defined trail types and
guidelines fomanaging trail usbased orthe trail features requested in the initial focus
groups.They should be used to set a spectrum of trail design specifications for trail
maintenance and development.

Multi-Use vs. Primary Use Trails

Currently the CollegBorests provides primarily ntiruseroad based recreation
opportunities wih 23 miles of trail. More than half ofi¢se trails are open to all useragips
seasonallythough many of the trails near the Peavy Arboretum are designated for pedestrian
use ony. The number of miles designated for eacheyqf trail access is shown above in Table
4. In the interest of providing diverse trail experiences for many types of users and reducing
conflict between users on the trail, some new trails may be designea $pecific primary use.
As opposed to muHtuse trails designed for broader accessibility, primary use trails would be
designed to provide an opportunity tailored to a specific group of users.
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Multi-Use Trail Trail designed to accommodate all typesioh-motorizeduse or modes of
travel.
Primary Use TrailDesigned to provide an opportunity tailored specifically to one mode of
travel (running, mountain bikindnorseback ridingetc.), while managd for multiple
uses as appropriatd/isitors to primary ge trails should expect to encounter more
users from the target group on these trails in comparison to ruda trails.

The recommended ratio to balance these types of use degignateapproximately
75% ofnewtrails for multiuse, and 25% for primaryses. Primary use trails would be
identifiable by a signing system that would be explained to visitors online and at major
trailhead kiosks. This signing system would relga@mething similar tahe current carsore
trailhead signslisplayed irFigure 5However, on a primary use trail, the symboltoe activity
the trail was designed for would appear at the top of the sign in a different color. The primary
dzaS 3ANRdzL) aéYoz2f ¢g2ddZ R 0SS fF6SftSR a5SaA3aySR C
wouldbef 6 St SR ahLSy ¢2x¢ yR Fyed NBauUNAOGSR dza$s
Multi-use trails may also have a different new sign to clearly indicate that the trail is designed
for multiple user groups to share. An example of what this sign systaynlook like in
comparison o current signing is in Figureb&low.

CURRENT SIGNS PRIMARY USE SIGNS MULTI-USE SIGNS

Trail

et 108

OPEN TO CLOSED
TO ALL
OTHER
USES

Procern
wITH CANTION \

CLOSED
TO ALL
OTHER
USES

Figure5. Example ofvhat new signamight look liketo inform users regarding primary use
trails.
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Exclusionary Trail Use

Beyond the issue of primary versus multiple use desidreels$, there is the question of

when it is appropriate to prohibit a user group from any given trail. Why might hikers and
runners be allowed to use one trail and not horses and bikes, or vice V@tsantly, some
trails in the College Forests restraitcess to user gups to protect the trail tread and reduce
maintenance needs, and to provide trail opportunities on the forest for pedestrians Dindy.
Collaboration discussed this issue and proposed a set of reasons why a user group might be
excluded fom authorized use of a trail on a site by site basis.
1) Resource Protection & Trail Damage

All the user groups recognize that on a trail not designed for it, high impact use on a
wet, muddy trail can cause erosion and desttiog tread of the trail surfaceTlhis results in
increased need for maintenance and causes run off into water soufbese potential
damages may justify excluding bike and horse use on trails when they are wet. However,
just restricting use over a set season of the winter months mayaaiffective at
protecting trail tread. It may be more appropriate to restrict use whenever the trail is wet,
regardless if that is the middle of summer or during winter.

However, not all users agree that this justifies excluding user groups. Instead it i
recommended that trails are built better and maintained to withstand high impact uses.
Trail contouring and drainage could be better utilized to allow trails to be open all year to all
users without incurring damages.

2) Safety

Visitor safety is of utmostriportance. If two types of use sharing a trail may pose risks
to visitor safety, one user group should be restricted from using the trail. A trail with poor
sight lines, steep slopeand tight switchbacks would not be safe for fast types of recreation
use Fast bikers and horses may then be excluded from using such a trail. Another possibility
is a trail designed for accessibility for people in wheelchairs. Again, fast bikes and horses
may pose a safety risk to the visitor in a wheelchair. These user groap not be able to
use the same trail.

3) Preserving Diverse Experiences

Forest visitors are diverse in how they would like to experience recreation in the College
Forests. Some come for a stroll with their young children along easy trails, others seek
gnatly turns and steep grades to challenge their abilities. Any given length of trail may not
be able to provide users with their desired experience. Further, where different uses
O2SEA&GY GKSANI I QGAQGAGASE Yl & | Cobifitsidye Ay G SN
be a legitimate reason for separating users onto different trails. However, the primary use
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trail design framework may already facilitate these different experiences. A family with
small children is unlikely tevant to hike on a technical mauain biking trail, whether or not
they areallowed.

Besides outright exclusion of, for example, hikers on technical mountain biking trails,
there are a few other recommendations for preventing these user conflicts. Bypass trails
around technical areas wddiallow both hikers and beginner bikers a way to get around a
difficult area and still continue down trail. Also, concentrating easy and accessible trails
along the margins of the forest could act as a buffer zone between boundary access points
and the interior forest areas where more technical and longer trails might provide different
experiences.

Types of Trails

The College Forests should provide a spectrum dfésgeriencesTable 5describes
the four types of traib users desire in the forest anhich user groupsvould like to access
these trails.

Table 5 Types of Trails Recommended
Park Trails

Description Highly developed trails with accessible design.

Opportunity Class(es)| Developed

User Access Primary Use| Equestrians: wide trails for sids side riding.

Hikers

People withphysicaldisabilities

Features - ADA accessible design.

- Benches, bridges & plaques.

- Frequent directionalinterpretive, and yielding and etiquette
signing

- Loop opportunities and connectivity to trail system.

ForestTrails

Description GDSYSNRO¢ F2NBad GNIAf £SIFRA
area.

Opportunity Class(es)| Semiremote, Remote Trailed

User Access Multi-use Bicycle, Equestriaf Pedestrian

Primary Use| Hikers: narrow trails with tight turns.
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Mountain Bikers: promotes good flow and sinuosit
with good sight lines.

Features - Bridges benches& plaques.
- Moderatedirectional, interpretive, and yielding and etiquette
signing

- Loop opportunities and connectivity to trail system.

Long Distancdrails

Description Trail designed to traverse long distances, one or more destinati
and multiple access points along the route.

Opportunity Class(es)| Developed, Semriemote, & Remote Trailed

User Access Multi-use Bicycle, Equestriad Pedestrian

Features - Bridges as needed
- Directional signs as needed.
- Loop opportunities and connectivity to trail system.

Technically Difficult Trails

Description Trail created to present technical challenges specific to a user t

Opportunity Class(es)| Semiremote

User Access Primary Use| Equestrians: obstacles for training such as jumps
logs in the trail, and sections for galloping.

Mountain Bikers: obstacles for technical skill
building such as steep downhill directional
sections, dirt and woodestructures,
boulders, slabs, ladders, bridgesd skinnies.

Runners: trail sections that are extremely steep o
have large features to dodge.

Intentional obstacles and barriers.

Bridges and obstacle bypass trails as needed.

Directional trailsand a variety of difficulties from beginner to
advanced.

Directional difficulty, yielding and etiquettesigns as needed.
Loop opportunities and connectivity to trail system.

Features

Unauthorized Trails

Overthe last three decadesbout 25 miles ofinauthorized traildhave been developed
in the College Forestsausing impacts to natural and cultural resources, as well as forest
research projectsOneintention of this recreation planning process is to curb the use of these
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trails by offering similatypes of opportunities on official trails. This may mean converting some
currently unauthorized trails into official forest trgilhowever continued use of unauthorized
trails will stillnot be sanctioned or managemh the College Forests. It is the hapeat the
efforts summarized in this document have identified what visitors want from their forest
recreation experiences, including experiences that have not managed for in the past. In the
future, those who would like to see new opportunities should partwith the College Forests
and volunteer to help design and build new trails, or redesign and improve existing
unauthorized trails. The volunteer efforts of the entire community of visitors are desired and
appreciated as they contribute to the implemenitah 2y 2 F GKA A& LI I yQa ySg

Trail Features

Trail Surface & Tread
The climate and soil conditions of the Willame¥alley make maintaining trail surface

challengingFrequent rain through a great deal of the year in this region makes trails very

muddy. To rducemud, many of the trails in the College Forests have a gravel suvidtie

some hikersaappreciate the gravel trail surface, maotherswould like to see a#irnative

surfaces offered in the forestuch as dirt and duffFurther,packed gravel was mentioned in the

focus groups as a contributing factor to fast mountain bike speeds on forest Traitleviate

the accumulation of mud, negraveled trails woulsheed alditional contouring, armoringand

drainage constructed. Many visitors recommend that gravel only be used if absolutely

necessary in places like stesgctionsculverts, bends, and ilow sections Even hen, visitors
recommend using smajravel¢¢c € 0 YR R2 y20 &dzZLLIR2 NI GKS dzas

Slope, Grades and Switchbacks

Hilly terrain is common across the College Forkstging many trails with steep grades.
While for some technical trails, these steep grades may be experientially beneficial, reducing
trail grade is desirable for mostils. To do so, visitors recommend building tragsr
ridgelines and bench cutting trails instead of following down tHelifee. Additional trail design
strategies should be employed such as meandering switchbacks and grade reversals in steep
sections of trailFor mountain bikes, these switchbadk®ould be designed to promote flow
and sinuosity through corners.

Trail Wdth
Considering there are currently 114les of roads in the foresipen to recreation use,
visitors are interested imcreasing singteack trail opportunitiesSome of these singletrack
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trails could be built parallel to roads, offering a different opjinity while leaving the trails
accessible for maintenance. Visitors also recommend that old roads might be converted into
singletrack trailAs reflected in the opportunity cises, the width of these singtack trails may
vary betweerzones, from naow paths in remote areas, to wide and accessible in developed
areas Further, equestrians would like some wide trails made for side by side riding.

Constructed Features
While constructed features should be kept to appropriate opportunity class ztnes

are several ideas for structures that visitors recommend having along College Forests trails.

- Bridges with good traction.

- Stream fording opportunities, particularly across seasonal streams.

- Water troughsor access points to natural sources of wafer horses.

- Photography blinds.

- Off trail rest stops, some with benches.

- Bike wash at the trailheafinay help reduce spread of invasive species)

- Technical structures and obstacles for mountain bikesequestriars.

Signs
More signs are needed in therfest to mark road numbers, forest boundarjesd trail
intersectionsHowever, visitors desire a careful balance of trail signs; enough that they do not
get lost, but not so manthat the trail is lined in billboarddt is also important that inaccurate
signs are either corrected or removedebllowing are the recommendations for signs needed in
the forest.
- Directional trail signs, including marking all authorized trails to differentiate them from
unauthorized trails.
- Allowed and prohibited uses farachtrail.
- Yielding guidelines for encounters with other user groups.
- Trail length and difficulty.
- Seasonal closures, identifying when the trail is open to use vs. when it is closed.
- Cautions for significant trail hazards (e.g. steep drops and blind curves).
- Research location to keep users out (readable from the trail).
- a/ t Sty mgadingdégIefudand keeping peking lots clean of horse manure
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Trail Locations

Followingdiscussion over trail access, the College Forests Recreation Collaborative
worked in small groups to make recommendations for areas in the towesere trails could be
built. Each small group focused on different types of use and had a separate wapk on.
The following map,igure § shows the combined efforts of these groups to make

recommendatios for general areas whertiture multi-use and primary useails might be
located.

Note: This map does not display a trails plan. It is a collectionntérests in potential
trail locations o be used asnformation to inform the creation of a trails plan in the future.
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Appendix A Summary of Graduate Thesis Research Resulting from this Project

This research is another outcome of this project. The data being considered comes from the
focus groups andollaborative meetings conducted as part of the planning process. Analysis is
still underway and the research focus and findings are subject to change.

Thesis Chapter One: Managing Recreation Impacts and Experiences in a WUI Forest
Elspeth GustavsoiGhristine Olsen, Ryan Brown

Growing suburban populations are expanding the wildlarniolan interface (WUI) and

escalating community demand for recreation opportunities. Consequently, increased use of
WUI forests can strain the social and resource conditioinforests managed for multiple uses.

To reduce these impacts, managers and researchers have favored the use of indirect
management strategies such as education and site modifications. Indirect methods, as opposed
to a direct regulatory approach, are caidered both more appropriate for recreation where
freedom is valued, and more preferred by recreation users. However, these preferences have
largely come from recreation research in a wilderness setting.

This research considered community preferencedfogct or indirect management strategies

Ay | OFrasS addzRe 2F aSOSNIf 2! L F2NBadaod hNBEIA2
recreation destinations for the community of Corvallis and a frequent source of timber revenue

which supports the teachqg, research, and demonstration activities in the forest. As the

community has increasingly expected a participatory planning process for these forests,

managers employed a collaborative approach to their recreation planning. From these

conversations withrecreation users of a WUI forest, we can better understand their

management preferences and the factors that play into their decisions regarding indirect and

direct management strategies.

With a series of focus groups in a collaborative planning proti@ssiesearch sought to

understand the type of experiences and conditions users desire in these forests. One focus
group was held for each recreation user type (equestrians, hikers, runners, mountain bikers &
hunters) to gather an uninhibited list of desd experiences. Preliminary results of this research
F2dzyR GKIFG /2tfS3S C2NBaAGAQ dzaASNBE LINBFSNI AYRA
to adopt direct action techniques may be rooted in the fact that many of the social and
resource conditionsf the Forests are still at acceptable levels. While support for indirect action
was strong, direct action strategies were met with mixed reaction. Specifically, users expressed
preference for increasing trail mileage and points of access to spread eunsiead of policies

that would limit or restrict use. Furthermore, instead of restricting certain uses to hard set
zones, users expressed preference for a soft zoning technique. Here, areas or trails may be
designed for specific types of use, howeveuabr groups would retain the right to access the
area. Also, users would prefer to see improvements made to trail designs so that seasonal
closures are not necessary. Insights from this study may help guide other WUI forest recreation
managers in understaling what type of management their communities might prefer to
decrease resource impacts while preserving or enhancing forest experiences.
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Thesis Chapter Two: Close to Home and in Close Contact: Managing Recreation Conflict in a
WildlandUrban Interface érest
Elspeth Gustavson, Christine Olsen, Ryan Brown

In a forest shared by multiple recreation users, there is potential for adverse encounters

between visitors. These recreation conflicts can occur in a number of different ways.

Interpersonal conflictsr@ those in which two recreationists physically meet on the trail and
RA&NHzZLIG Sl OK 2GKSNN&a SELISNASYOSs gKAtS az20Al ¢
different recreation use is inappropriate in a given area, without actually encountering
someonedoing that activity. Conflicts can occur between different types of users (i.e., hikers

and mountain bikers) or within a recreation use group (i.e., mountain bikers to other mountain
bikers). Managing these conflicts has typically involved zoning incalohgpatser groups apart.

Separating users may be effective in reducinggnatup, interpersonal conflicts, but-group

and social values conflicts may require an educational approach.

Usng qualitative, participatory action research methods through aabaltative planning

process, this study seeks understand the type of conflict found in a wildlaidban interface

forest managed for multiple values including recreation, timber harvest, and university teaching
and researchThe focus of this study isre forest tracts located along the boundary of

| 2N fftAa 6KSNB hNB3I2y {041 GS | yAGSNAAGEQA YI A
Cameron forests. Free public day use recreation brings 11,500 visitors to this complex of forests
on foot, bikes, andhorses each yeaWhile stisfaction with the recreation opportunities on

the forest is high, conflicts between mountain bikers, walkarsl horseback riders aevident.

By engaging in a conversation withkK S ¥ 2 NB & (i & Q we\dll@hplbre tie fedsghs dza S NE&
and values underlying conflict experiences and the methods users find acceptable to create
better recreation experiences for all types of users to shar¢he end we seek to answer two
guestions: How is conflict experienced by users of the O8llége Forests? What are the user

group preferences for managing this conflict?
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AppendixB ¢ Focus Group Recommendation Results by Prevalence

Broad Themes by Prevalence
1) Trails

2) University Relations & Management
3) User Conflict

4) Access

5) Use Types and Exten

6) Ecology

7) Change

8) Information & Education

Most Prevalent Topics

1 Surface of trail
(Run, Mountain Bike, Equestrian, Hike)

(0]
(0]
(0]

Soft trail surface, dirt and duff

Non-gravel trails, stop spreading gravel

Selective small gravel to maintain yedi2 dzy R dza S 6 LIS = Xc € 0
A Use alternate armoring techniques such as contouring & drainage

A Gravel only in steep culverts, bends, in sinks

1 Improved and expanded parking at access points
(Equestrian, Hike, Run, Hunt, Mountain Bike)

(0]
(0]
(0]

(0]
(0]

(0]

Horse trailer parking areas

Bike racks at trailheads

Cavert old raadside viewpoint pullouts, and Oake€k building plots, into parking
spaces

Make current parking areas more efficient

Increase parking at current access points

A Problem areas: Dunn forest, Lewisburg Saddle, Jackson creek, 300/400 road
Utilizefairgrounds for parking

1 Mountain bike conflict
(Hunt, Hike, Mountain Bike, Equestrian, Run)

(0]

O O O o

o o

(0]

Reports of positive interactions with bikes

Reports of fast bikes startling horses, people, dogs

Concern about bikers not looking out for other users and stopping

Trail design needs good sight lines

Some attempt to avoid conflict by finding appropriate trails for riding where there are
fewer other users

Separate trail use for downhill/freewheel

Previous cases of booby trapping trails to stop bikers (sticks, lag}, et

Official trails are graveled making bikes go fast in areas where they should be going slow
to yield to other users

1 Maps, more and better ones
(Equestrian, Hike, Mountain Bike, Hunt, Run)
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Sell updated map at local recreation stores
Hunting maps shouldocrelated better with signage
Include topography
Larger trailside maps
Road numbers need to match signs (and trail names)
Potentialfor volunteer GPS crews (equestriams get data points and photographs
Large printed Dunn map
Improve online fire map synabs
Downloadable GPS trail maps
1 Refuseon the trail
(Run, Hike, Equestrian, Hunt, Mountain Bike)
o0 Everyone is concerned about refuse the trails (less so equestrian, particularly
runners)
o/ 2YOSNY FNRBY SljdzSAaGNRF ya gefoiménuré KSe gAftt 0S
o awdzali (GKS ¢l & Al Aaé¢ oKSYy aKFENAYy3I GKS GNI A
0 Signage:tiedogrefusel 3 2y (2 @ 2az¥asikR23IQa O2f f I NJ
1 Unauthorized trails
(Mountain Bike, Run, Hunt, Hike, Equestrian)
o Establishing newrails might limit unauthorized trail buildingrovide a meaas for
authorizedtrail building to fill the neeatausingoeople to make them in the first place.
o College students as temporary residents might not know the forest ardshe
distinction between authorized and unauthorized trails
0 Quality of unauthorizedrails:
A Some are very well built.
A Without tools or proper training/designs, some trails are dangerous and damage the
resource.
i Erosion issues
1 Grades are too steep
1 Unsustainable
A Some trails need only minor improvements beftiney could be made officialdf
example, addedwitchbacks)
A Many trails are well established, 25+ years old, to the degree that new trails are not
being built around them.
o New trails might be built by connecting the good parts of existing trails.
o Middle ground between authorized andauthorized: authorized and maintained by
other groups.
o Make them official because people get lost in the large network of unmapped
unauthorized trails.
o Several mentions about the need for seasonal or-type restrictions on unauthorized
trails.
o0 Undergraund nature of the trails generates animosity.
o alye FIL@2NRAGS NI AfA O0GOKIFftSyaay3aéd 2N aFdz
1 More official singletrack trails, especially in high use areas

O OO0 O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OOo
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(Mountain Bike, Hike, Run, Equestrjan
o Create a ridgeline tralil
o Singletrack trail access to all forest peaks
A McQulloch, three peaks in Dunn
0 Yearround trails
o Close unused roads and convert them into singletrack
o Establish singletrack trails parallel to roads for safety eaml/maintenance
o Design trails for specific ceeation goals such as scenic quality
0 Repair damaged trails in a timely manner to retain use
0 Use recently harvested areas as opportunities for new trail building
0 52y Qi NBAGNAROG GNIXAf o0dzAtRAY3I Ay FNBlFa 27
1 Zoning
(Hike, Hunt, Mountain Bikdsquestrian
0 Specific, purpose built trails for mountain biking only (suggested use of IMBA standards)
Afew dedicatedequestriantrails
Designated special use areas migldiuile parks for families
Special use areas for specific user groups but not atisigi2 G K S NJ dzayS&&a & | ¢ | NB
Desire the freedom to go all the places in the foresineresistace to regulation
Time sharing of zones, or temporal/seasonal zoning
Route trails to specifically leave open, set aside, zones for hunting
Groups that want th& own trailsassumeothers will want their own also
| ATSNE WYKI @S GKSANI 26yQ GNIAf&a FfNBIFRe&x tS
Education instead of zoning to address conflict?
A Forming a sense of communiyd tolerafon for other users
A Signage and awareness building
A Userusercommunication
1 Seasonal trails
(Run, Equestrian, Mountain Bike, Hike
o Concern about damage created by bike/h®rsse in winter on inappropriateails
Not enough winér singletrack trails available
Create a winter riding area
Trail drainage instead of grave
¢NIAfa Oft2aSR (42 o0A1Sa IyR K2NASAa aRS&ALIAGS
o Signage: when trail is open, instead of when trail is closed
1 Desired trail features
(Equestrian, Mountain Bike, Hike, Run)
o Traction on bridges
0 Horse fording opportunities, especially acrosasmal streams
A Multi-user accommodating stream crossings
0 Water access for horses including natural sources and troughs
o Guardrailoor signsalong trails vinere there aresteep drop off¢o keep horses from
running off the edge
o Photography blinds (with reseation system?)
o Off trail rest stops, benches

O OO0 O0OO0OO0OO0OO0o0OOo

(0]
(0]
(0]
(0]
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Bike wash at trailhead

1 Loops of singletrack
(Hike, Run, Equestrian, Hunt, Mountain Bike)

(0]
(0]

Sulphur Spring and Oak Creek
wSGOFAY FToAftAGE (2 GONBIFGS &2dzNJ 28y é UGN AT

Very Prevalent Topics

1 Stable funding for recreation program
(Run, Hike, Equestrian, Mountain Bike)

(0]

O O O oo

(0]
(0]

+2fdzySSNJ R2y A2y LINPINI YT GCNASYR&a 2F (K
A bumper/window stickers

Apply for grants for specific structure building (such as bridges)

Fundraising events such eeces and competitions

Charge for parking at trailheads

Annual forest recreation use pass

Partner with local recreation organizations who have funding, materials and expertise

A CNIAfA AL2Yyaz2NBR o0& NBONBIGAZ2Y 3INRAzZLIAZ 4!
Dedicate more harvest fuis to recreation

Sell forest recreation maps

1 Enhance opportunities for volunteerism
(Mountain Bike, Equestrian, Run, Hunt)

(0]

(0]
(0]
(0]
(0]

Partner with community/advocacy groups and schools for volunteer days
Saturday work parties

Reinstitute trail monitor program

Complinent volunteer days with educational opportunities

Areas of interest to volunteers

A Trail design

A Trail building/maintenance

A Not graveling

A Invasive species removal

1 Recreation allowed before and after dark
(Equestrian, Hike, Hunt, Mountain Bike, Run)

(0]
(0]
(0]

24-hour trail access
Extended set hours (ex. 5am to midnight)
Night access permit

1 University research ideas
(Mountain Bike, Run, Hunt, Equestrian)

(0]

O O OO0 O0Oo

Effective water trough systems for horses

Wildlife population (for example, black tail)

Shift research focus of celie forests from forestry to health/exercise and sport science
Comparative trail impacts of different user groups

Comparative impacts of trails vs. roads

Comparative impacts of gravel vs. ngraveled trails

Purpose built trails
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o Oak savannah restoration

o Pdson oak eradication

o Refusdeaving behavior motivations
University teaching/courses

(Mountain Bike, Run, Hunt, Equestrian)

0o WSAYyadAGdziS GKS dzyA@SNBAGEQA SldzAiyS LINEINI

0 Hunting class

o Applied community/collaboration projects for teaching students lamahagement
practices

o Trail building/management (in cooperation with a trail building coordinator)

o Trail etiquette

[ 2y 3T GSLIAO=Z¢ Ranfilas) SGNF O] GNFAfa déwmn

(Hike, Mountain Bike-questrianRun)

o Oak Creek to Tampico Road

o Connect the Dunn forest peak

o Peakto Saddle

o Contribute to Corvallis to Coast trail effort

Switchback and trail grading

(Mountain Bike, Equestrian, Run)

o Utilize ridgelines

t NBEY23GS aFt26¢é |yR aAyd2aride gAGK OdzZNBBSR

Minimize amount of gravity on the trail

Bench cut trails instd of following fall line

Meandering switchbacks and grade reversals

Establish switchbacks in steep parts of trails

Control of invasive species and pests

(Equestrian, Run, Hike, Mountain Bike)

0 Scotch broom, false brome, burs, ticks & poison oak

Spraying

Bike wash at trailheads

Volunteer events

Increase hunting limits (for ticks)

o a5SIt gAUK AdGeé ONBY LISadao

Equestrian conflict

(Equestrian, Hike, Hunt)

0 Equestrian users feel resentment from other users over right of wayl/yielding rules

o Feel responsible teducate their animals and other users in having safe encounters

O OO0 oo

(0]
(0]
(0]
(0]

Somewhat Prevalent Topics
1 Signage, more and clear

(Equestrian, Run, Hunt, Hike, Mountain Bike)
o0 Current trail system is confusing and people easily get lost.
0 More road number, forest boundargnd directional trail signs
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o

Trail hazard signs: blind curve, steep drop

Research locations (larger/readable from the trail)

o0 Use regulations
A Trail signs include allowed and not allowed use
A Accurate, and more effective, yield signing
A &/ t Sty dzLJ estligh Bayking afeAsNJ S |j dz
A Marking all legal trails (differentiate from unauthorized trails)

A Seasonal closure signs state allowed season instead of when closed

o But, where do we draw the line? Not too many signs.

Retain and promote the development of varied iiffity trails

(Mountain Bike, Run, Equestrian)

o Rate and sign trails according to difficulty (like ski resorts)

o0 More entry-level mountain biking trails with some technical features, potentially in
Saddle area

o Trails of varied grades

Build and promoteeommunity around recreation activities

(Equestrian, Mountain Bike, Run)

o Post contact information for existing groups

o Singles club

o Online chats for crosgser groups

o Online events calendar which community members can contribute recreation activities
to.

0 Horse pooling network

Connect existing trails to provide more continuous trail

(Hike, Equestrian, Mountain Bike, Run)

o Connect the McDonald trails with the Dunn trails

o0 Minimize use of roads to make connections

Technical features for horses and bikes

(MountainBike, Equestrian)

o Jumps, obstacles, embedded logs in trail, long stretches for cantering and galloping, race
track for horses, dirt and wooden built structures, big berms, large boulders, ladders,
bridges, skinnies

Create and maintain viewpoints, expansiaong the trail

(Hike, Run, Mountain Bike)

o0 Peavy peak, Dimple Hill, McCulloch,

o GATAT S aStSOGAQBS GKAYYAYy3a IYyR KIFINBSalz a0

0 Increase the distanc® viewpoints with long sections of trail

' YADGSNARAGEQAE 5S0OAaA2y all1Ay3a tNROSAa

o CF Mission

(Run,Mountain Bike, Hike, Hunt)

A Stronger branding of the forests, help users understand the purpose.

A How does recreation fit into the objectives of the College?

A bSSR (2 StS@OFGS NBONBIFIGAZ2Y |a | LINA2NRGe@

o
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f Feel marginalized becaugeK S 02t t SIS FT2NBadaQ YAdaaArzy
recreation
Transparency
(Mountain Bike)
A Community would be more understanding of trad#f decisions and regulations if
they understood why.
Need affirmation that issues are being worked on.
Mission of the forsts needs to be clearer
College of Forestry feels like a closed door, community input is not wanted.
Desire for connection to those in position of making decisions.
Participatory:
(Mountain Bike)
A Community may support decisions if they were included iningk.
Users feel marginalized.
Users are creating trails whether or not you include them.
¢NI Afa& YAIKEG 0SS &FFSNIAT AlG oFa 2FFAOALE
anonymous.
A Sense of ownership encourages sustainability.

> I D

> > > >

1 To expand and trease use, or not?
PROs
(Mountain Bike, Equestrian, Hunt, Run, Hike)

o Desire to expand their own user group, particularly megeiestrians but also mountain
biker and hunters
o / NBIFI(iS 2LILR2NIdzyAiASa f20Fftfeé exgeriedcedz R2Yy Qi
0 52y Qi ad2L) INRgAY3I dzyUAf 20SNHz&S A& | LINBO
o t20SYyGAFt F2NJ/2NBIftAa G2 6S | YIF22N Y2dzy
YSOOI ¢ aRSalbGAYylFrGAZ2Y LI OSE0X AYyONBIasS 02Y
o People that live in Corvallisequently came west for the outdoors and they desire
robust local opportunities.
o People are using the resource and creating trails, damaging the resource, whether CoF
LI ya A0 2N y2d0 a. SGGSNI G2 6S G GKS FTNRY
sustanable system.
o Expanding the trail network and access points would disperse the use and curb both
crowding and conflict.
CONs
(Hike, Hunt, Mountain Bike)
o Hiker conversation about restricting, or discouraging, users outside of Corvallis and
retaining local se.
o Desire to protect from overuse.
0 Hunters discussed the importance of keeping use low in Dunn so that they do not
become displaced if use were to become like that of the McDonald Forest.
o Concern over the growing population of Corvallis impacting theues and recreation

experience, crowding, getting displaced. How do we retain the feeling of the current use
levels?
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Hesitation that change will mean a degradation of the experience they currently value.
Concern that the proliferation of information regiing recreation opportunities in the
forest will attract more people.

The current lowuse feeling in the forest is important.

1 Use thinning to promote a more open forest

(Mountain Bike, Equestrian, Hike)

Retain current access level and develop more acpesgs
(Run, Hike, Hunt, Mountain Bike, Equestrian)

T

(0]

O OO0 O0OO0OO0OO0Oo

Establish easement agreements and coordinate with forest neighbors for access and
trail right of ways

A Starker, MLK, Timberhill, Crestmont farms, coast range conifers

Hunting access to oak savannahs

McDonald Forest and agricultural lands access for Master hunters and archery
Community group access to forestry cabin

Access around gates for horses

Access to gate locks for emergencies

Interest in keeping it an off leash dog area

Equestrians and runnersould like more access to the Dunn.

Hunters desire retaining their Dunn use and are concerned if other groups start using it
they will lose it

Dog conflict
(Hike, Mountain Bike, Equestrian)

(0]
(0]
(0]

Problematic dog and horse interactions
Dogs attacking other dogs
Co/y OSNYy SR gAUK af22aS R23a¢

Least Prevalent Topics

Bus service extended to trailheads

(Hike, Run)

Maintain restriction on vehicle use

(Equestrian)

Overnight use/camping allowed in the forest

(Hike, Equestrian)

Retention of trees to allow for old growth

(Equestrian, Hunt)

Promote the restoration of oak savannahs

(Run, Mountain Bike, Hunt)

Allow fishing and swimming in Chronmiller Lake

(Hike)

Provide a mechanism for community members to report problems, issues and complaints.
(Hunt, Equestrian)

Create wildife habitat patches retained for hunting, including oak savannah and ridgelines
(Hunt)

Allow firearms in the forest outside of hunting season

1.

2.

8.

9.
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(Hunt)
10.Diverse species for hunts

(Hunt)

o0 . ANRAZ (dzNJ Se> LINBRIFIG2NE odaldgNIa LI O1é0x
11.Wide trails for sidéby-side riding

(Equestrian)

12. Uphill and downhill directional mountain biking trails

(Mountain Bike)
13.Hunting tag selection process

(Hunt)

o Consider special treatment in selection process for those not awarded previous years

o Preferencepoint system (current state system has flaws)

o0 For each year you do not get a tag, your name is put in an extra time for the drawing.
14.Hunting conflictg other users (bikers on unauthorized trails mostly) disturbing the hunt
15.Runners, conflict witlg not really mentioned except for big race events.
16.Hiker conflicca 6 SQNB 6 KI G RA&AGdzNDA GKS GGNI Af (GKS St
17.Concern about emergency response

(Equestrian, Mountain Bike)
18.Concern about logging trucks

(Equestrian)

19. Spiritual aspect afecreation is important

(Run, Equestrian, Hike)
20.Retaining the free access relieves CoF from liability

(Mountain Bike, Equestrian)

43| Page August 27, 2014



College Forests Recreation Collaborative
Recreation Planning Recommendations

Appendx Cq Focus Group Maps

Please see Process secti@ep One: Focus Groulmentify Issues and Concerfos more
AYF2NXIGARZY 2y K2g (0KSaS YILA 6SNB 3ISYSNraGaSRo
actual scale here is approximately 1:60,000.
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College Forest Recreation Plannmg:

Spring Equestnan Focus Group Resgltg |
all, 2013 ||
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-A College Forest Recreation Planmng
w+s v  Spring Huntm§"|=ocus Group Results
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l N - College Forest Recreation Plannmgl
Y * ' _Spring Mountain Blﬁlng Focus Group Results

Fall, 2013 ||
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