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LD-MS6 Form 001 L‘lst Rev1sed May 23, 2014
Owner: Dennis Hummitzsch

MCSFC Timber Sales Internal Audit Form

Date of Audit: /2 / 2o ILJ Inspector(s é) name(s) /%wﬁ =
Timber sale a p1alsel § name QA/W M(-{N Vol A/
Permittee L Sond Permit # ar1 ‘[q

1. Water quality concerns and general site conditions /
A. Riparian management zone on the sale area? Yes No

Describe delineation of the RMZ /
Zone is accurately and clearly marked v ‘
Zone is clearly marked, but does not follow FRC guidelines
Zone is not clearly marked and does not follow FRC guidelines
Zone was not considered at all within the sale design

B. RMZ harvest
- Harvesting has or will occur within the RMZ and meets FRC guidelines
Harvesting has/will occur within the RMZ i.gig,oes not meet FRC guidelines
No harvesting occurred within the RMZ

(if No, skip to #1c)

C. Erosion/Runoff mitigation /
Are water diversion structures needed on skid trails and access roads? Yes  No
If needed, were these structures appropriately placed? Yes ~ No

D. Rutting

Percent of general sale area rutted: 10% or less v~ 10-30% 30-60% +60%
E. Hazardous materials [fuels/lubricants]: Absent -7 Present il Present-spil
response taken Yes ,» No
Comments

2. Sale boundaries
Sale boundary is clearly and accurately delineated in paint \/
Sale boundary is accurate, but not clearly marked in paint
Sale boundary does not correspond to timber appraisal map
Sale boundary is not clearly marked and does not correspond to timber appraisal map

Comments
3. Condition and placement of access roads and landings

The size and location of roads and landings are appropriate for the sale size Yes \/No

Comments

Rate the current conditionof the access roads and landings
Excellent (fittle or no rutting, no waste or excess debris on the landings)
Good {minimal rutting, little waste or excess debris left on the landings)
Fair (Some noticeable rutting, debris left on landings)
Poor (congiderable amount of rutting, much waste/debris feft on Iandlng)

COHll]lGlltS[Show cale. & % new rds & Indgs of sale arcaj

4. Leave trees and reserve areas
Estimate the pelcit of sale designated as reserved or estimate the number of leave trees

peracre 7 20 Anees[aure
I an RMZ is present, are the leave trees in clumps adjacent to the RMZ? Yes No

Comments
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Owner: Dennis Hummitzsch
5. Slash management /
Weie the regulations appropriate to the site, and for the regeneration plans Yes No

How well were slash regulations followed during the harvesting:
Regulations were fully implemented across the entire sale
Regulations were mostly implemented across most of the sale
Regulations were partially implemented over some of the sale
Regulations were not followed

Comments

6. Utilization
Rate how well the utilization standards specified on the sale were followed: /
Utilization was good: little or no merchantable wood was left on the sale

Utilization was fair: some merchantable wood (less than 4 cds) left on the sale
Utilization was poor, (more than 4 ¢ds of merchantable wood) left on sale
If utilization was fair/poor, was logger charged for wood left on site? Yes  No
Comments

7. Forest development plans A /
FForest development plans are well considered and appropriate for the site

Forest development plans were provided, but may not be fully appropriate for site

Forest development plans were not provided, or are inconsistent with site/conditions

Comments

8. Scaling /
How is the scaling being done: SOAV Consumer Scale Stick

If an alternate landing is used: //
Are piles at alternate landing clearly marked? Yes  No v~

Are tickets being used to account for wood moved fo alternate landing? Yes  No
Are loads clearly marked? Yes  No  Noneseen
Comments
9. Sale documentation /
Is record of sale supervision complete and accurate? Yes ¥ No U’L
How many times was this sale visited while it was bemg harvested? (, o+ — S L / / 6 UTN &
Comments

10. Visual quality /
Does the timber sale design incorporate FRC visual quality guidelines? YesY No
If provided, were the guidelines followed? Yes  No
Comments

I1. Natural Herifage/Arch,/Culgural Resources incorporated? Yes v~ No . . Ifso, HOW
B ek o o N Chatedmas otiueS Bipen]

12. Overall timber sale rating
Excellent - (the sale was well designed, and well implemented)

Good _V (generally sale was well designed and implemented, some areas for improvement)
Average (sale design and implementation was OK, but some key areas for improvement)
Poor (sale design and implementation were well below expectation)

Inspector suggestions for improvements
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LD-MS6 Form 001 - Last Rev1sed May 23 2014

Owner: Dennis Hummitzsch

MOCSFC Timber Sales Internal Audit Form

Date of Audit: l j Zo h-[ Inspector(s) namc(s) M O RCE

Timber sale apﬁlalsel s name
Permittee  ~ T Loué cal  Pemit# 2/4 o7

1. Water quality concerns and general site conditions
A. Riparian management zone on the sale area? Yes _y/ No M (if No, skip to #1c)
Describe delineation of the RMZ,
Zone is accurately and clearly marked
Zone is clearly marked, but does not follow I'RC guidelines
Zone is not clearly marked and does not follow FRC g?@ues__
Zone was not considered at all within the sale design  +~
B. RMZ harvest
~ Harvesting has or will occur within the RMZ and meets FRC guidelines
Harvesting has/will occur within the RMZ and dpes not meet FRC guidelines
No harvesting occurred within the RMZ,

C. Erosion/Runoff mitigation /
Are water diversion structures needed on skid trails and access roads? Yes ~ No ¥
If needed, were these structures appropriately placed? Yes No

D. Rutting /
Percent of general sale area ruited: 10% or less V4 10-30% 30-60% +60%

E. Hazardous materials [fuels/lubricants]: Absent , Present , if Present-gpill
response taken Yes , No
Comments

2. Sale boundaries /
Sale boundary is clearly and accurately delineated in paint
Sale boundary is accurate, but not clearly marked in paint
Sale boundary does not correspond to timber appraisal map
Sale boundary is not clearly marked and does not correspond to timber appraisal map

Comments
3. Condition and placement of access roads and landings

The size and location of roads and landings are appropriate for the sale size Yes v//I:Io

Comments

Rate the current condition p#the access roads and landings
Excellent (little or no rutting, no waste or excess debris on the landings)
Good (minimal rutting, little waste or excess debris left on the landings)
Fair (Some noticeable rutting, debris left on landings)
Poor (considerable amount of rutting, much waste/debris left on landing)

COI’nll’lGlltS[Show calc. & % new 1ds & Indgs of sale arcal

4. Leave trecs and reserve areas
Estimate the percent of sale designated as reserved ox estimate the number of leave trees

peracte S-b . Oal,ws RP
If an RMZ is present, are the leave trees in clumps adjacent to the RMZ? Yes No v~

Comments
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5. Slash management /

Were the regulations appropriate to the site, and for the regeneration plans Yes v~ No
How well were slash regulations followed during the harvesting:

Regulations were fully implemented across the entire sale

Regulations were mostly implemented across most of the sale

Regulations were partially implemented over some of the sale

Regulations were not followed
Comments

6. Utilization
Rate how well the utilization standards specified on the sale were followed: /
Utilization was good: little or no merchantable wood was left on the sale
Utilization was fair: some merchantable wood (less than 4 cds) left on the sale
Utilization was poor, (more than 4 cds of merchantable wood) left on sale
If utilization was fair/poor, was logger charged for wood left on site? Yes  No
Comments

7. Forest development plans _ /
Forest development plans are well considered and appropriate for the site
Forest development plans were provided, but may not be fully appropriate for site
IForest development plans were not provided, or are inconsistent with site/conditions

Comments
8. Scaling

How is the scaling being done: SOAV \/ Consumer Scale Stick

If an alternate landing is used:
Are piles at alternate landing clearly marked? Yes  No
Are tickets being used to account for wood moved to alternate landing? Yes ~ No
Are loads clearly marked? Yes  No  Noneseen

Comments

How many times was this sale visited while it was being harvested?  § 2
Comments

9. Sale documentation /
Is record of sale supervision complete and accurate? Yes V' No

1. Visual quality /
Does the timber sale design incorporate FRC visual quality guidelines? Yes @ No
If provided, were the guidelines followed? Yes  No
Comments

11. Natural Heritage/Arch,/Cultural Resources incorporated? Yes \/NO . Ifso, HOW

12. Overall timber sale rating
Excellent v‘/ (the sale was well designed, and well implemented)

Good (generally sale was well designed and implemented, some aréas for improvement)
Average (sale design and implementation was OK, but some key areas for improvement)
Poor (sale design and implementation were well below expectation)

Inspector suggestions for improvements
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Last Rev1sed May 23 2014

Owner: Dennis Hummitzsch

MCSFC Timber Sales Internal Audit Form

Date of Audit: |2 ! 2] / Zol J Inspector(s) name(s) M poRE

Timber sale appraiser’s name _ OALODSond , “RAKKEN

Permittee STEVE  (MSEVG

Pemit# Z 1Yo 42

1. Water quality concerns and general site conditions /
A. Riparian management zone on the sale area? Yes No
Describe delineation of the RMZ /'
Zone is accurately and clearly marked v
Zone is clearly marked, but does not follow FRC guidelines

(if No, skip to #1c)

Zone is not clearly marked and does not follow FRC guidelines

Zone was not considered at all within the sale design

B, RMZ harvest
Harvesting has or will occur within the RMZ and meets FRC guidelines

Harvesting has/will occur within the RMZ and does not meet FRC guidelines

No harvesting occurred within the RMZ

C. Erosion/Runoff mitigation /
Are water diversion structures needed on skid trails and access yoads? Yes v No__

If needed, were these structures appropriately placed? Yes v~ No
D. Rutting '
Percent of general sale area rutted: 10% or less 0-30%  30-60% +60%
E. Hazardous materials [fuels/lubricants]: Absent 7, Present | if Present-spill
response taken Yes , No
Comments

2. Sale boundaries
Sale boundary is clearly and accurately delineated in paint

Sale boundary is accurate, but not clearly marked in paint
Sale boundary does not correspond to timber appraisal map

Sale boundary is not clearly marked and does not correspond to timber appraisal map

Comiments

3. Condition and placement of access roads and landings

v No

The size and location of roads and landings are appropriate for the sale size Yes
Comments

Rate the current condition pfthe access roads and landings

Excellent (little or no rutting, no waste or excess debris on the landings)
Good (minimal rutting, liftle waste or excess debris left on the landings)

Fair (Some noticeable rutting, debris left on landings)

Poor (considerable amount of rutting, much waste/debris left on landing)

Commentsfshow calc. & % new rds & Indgs of sale arca]

4. Leave frees and reserve areas
Estimate the percent of sale designated as reserved

per acte 7 (S TALes faees

If an RMZ is present, are the leave trees in clumps adjacent to the RMZ? Yes

Comments

or estimate the number of leave trees

No v
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5. Slash management /

Were the regulations appropriate to the site, and for the regeneration plans Yes v~ No
How well were slash regulations followed during the harvesting:

Regulations were fully implemented across the entire sale /

Regulations were mostly implemented across most of the sale

Regulations were partially implemented over some of the sale

Reguiations were not followed
Comments

6. Utilization
Rate how well the utilization standards specified on the sale were followed: /
Utilization was good: little or no merchantable wood was left on the sale
Utilization was fair: some merchantable wood (less than 4 cds) left on the sale
Utilization was poor, (more than 4 cds of merchantable wood) left on sale
If utilization was fair/poor, was logger charged for wood left on site? Yes  No
Comments

s

7. Forest development plans _ /
Forest development plans are well considered and appropriate for the site
Forest development plans were provided, but may not be fully appropriate for site
Forest development plans were not provided, or are inconsistent with site/conditions

Comments
8. Scaling /

How is the scaling being done: SOAV Consumer Scale Stick

If an alternate landing is used:
Are piles at alternate landing clearly marked? Yes  No /
Are tickets being used to account for wood moved to alternate landing? Yes  No
Are loads clearly marked? Yes.  No_ None seen

Comments

How many times was this sale visited while it was being harvested? 3
Comments

9, Sale docamentation /
Is record of sale supervision complete and accurate? Yes v No

10. Visual quality /
Does the timber sale design incorporate FRC visual quality guidelines? Yes "'No
If provided, were the guidelines followed? Yes  No

Comments
/""
11. Natural Heritage/Arch,/Cultural Resources incorporated? Yes v~ No . If so, HOW
12. Overall timbey sale pating
Excellent «~ (the sale was well designed, and well implemented)
Good __ (generally sale was well designed and implemented, some aréas for improvement)
Average _ (sale design and implementation was OK, but some key areas for improvement)
Poor _ (sale design and implementation were well below expectation)

Inspector suggestions for improvements
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Owner: Dennis Hummitzsch P

MCSFC Timber Sales Internal Audit Form

Date of Audit: | T i 1 ;/ I Inspectm (s) name(s) MOOQ&
Timber sale )p1a1sm 51 ne ,«é:“rrzu 2 E bl
Permittee 'Bll. AAD N’ Permit# 2 140/6

1. Water quality concerns and general site conditions
A. Riparian management zone on the sale area? Yes \/,I:Io

Describe delineation of the RMZ /w
Zone is accurately and clearly marked %
Zone is clearly marked, but does not follow FRC guidelines
Zone is not clearly marked and does not follow FRC guidelines
Zone was not considered at all within the sale design

B. RMZ harvest
- Harvesting has or will occur within the RMZ and meets FRC guidelines
Harvesting has/will occur within the RMZ and does not meet FRC guidelines
No harvesting occurred within the RMZ

(if No, skip to #1c)

C. Erosion/Runoff mitigation
Are water diversion structures needed on skid trails and access roads? Yes  No v
If needed, were these structures appropriately placed? Yes No

D. Rutting
Percent of general sale area rutted: 10% orless v 10-30%  30-60% +60%

Z. Hazardous materials [fuels/lubricants]: Absent «— Present | if Present-spill

response taken Yes , No
Comments

2. Sale boundaries
Sale boundary is clearly and accurately delineated in paint /
Sale boundary is accurate, but not clearly marked in paint
Sale boundary does not correspond to timber appraisal map
Sale boundary is not clearly marked and does not correspond to timber appraisal map

Comments
3. Condition and placement of access roads and landings /
The size and location of roads and landings are appropriate for the sale size Yes v~ No
Comments
Rate the current conditiop.ef the access roads and landings
Excellent (little or no rutting, no waste or excess debris on the landings)
Good (minimal rutting, little waste or excess debris left on the landings)
Fair (Some noticeable rutting, debris left on landings)
Poor (considerable amount of rutting, much waste/debris left on landing)

COInlnelltS[Show cale, & % new rds & Indgs of sale area)

4, Leave trees and reserve areas
Estimate the percent of sale designated as reserved
peracte 7 /% aures
I an RMZ is present, are the leave trees in clumps adjacent to the RMZ? Yes  No
Comments

or estimate the number of leave trees
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Owner: Dennis Hummitzsch
5. Slash management /
Were the regulations appropriate to the site, and for the regeneration plans Yes No

How well were slash regulations followed during the harvesting:
Regulations were fully implemented across the entire sale
Regulations were mostly implemented across most of the sale
Regulations were partially implemented over some of the sale

"O?S were not followed

6. Utilization
Rate how well the utilization standards specified on the sale were followed:

Utilization was good: little or no merchantable wood was left on the sale
Utilization was fair: some merchantable wood (less than 4 cds) left on the sale /
Utilization was poor, (more than 4 cds of merchantable wood) left on sale

If utilization was fair/pogr, was logger charged for wood left on site? Yes  No
Comments  Som g Lm;«n A fL (JHAL S prey —
.044,6.:’/1 bowt 7 ! v !

7. Forest develolfﬁ;ent plans l /

Forest development plans are well considered and appropriate for the site

Forest development plans were provided, but may not be fully appropriate for site

Forest development plans were not provided, or are inconsistent with site/conditions
Comments

8. Scaling /
How is the scaling being done: SOAV " Consumer Scale Stick

If an alternate landing is used: /
Are piles at alternate landing clearly marked? Yes ~ No

Are tickets being used to account for wood moved to alternate landing? Yes No
Are loads clearly marked? Yes  No_ Noneseen
Comments

AL PROCEDURE ON THE INTRANET TC ENSURE THIS COPY IS CURRENT

5

9. Sale decumentation’ /
Is record of sale supervision complete and accurate? Yes v No
How many times was this sale visited while it was being harvested? /0 -~
Comiments

Vi

10. Visual quality /
Does the timber sale design incorporate FRC visval quality guidelines? Yes V" No
If provided, were the guidelines followed? Yes  No
Comiments

11. Natural Heritage/Arch,/Cultural Resources incorporated? Yes v~ No . If so, HOW

12. Overall timber sale rating
Excellent (the sale was well designed, and well implemented)

Good ‘(/gcjpe\?ﬂly sale was well designed and implemented, some areas for improvement)

Average (sale design and implementation was OK, but some key areas for improvement)
Poor (sale design and implementation were well below expectation)

Inspector suggestions foE' improvements ey
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LD-MS6 Form 001 L __L_a_st Re_\_’_is_ed: May723, 2014

Owner: Dennis Hummitzsch

MCSFC Timber Sales Internal Audit Form
Date of Audit: '2«{2'21[ / “( Inspep%s) name(s) Mﬁa@é‘

Timber sale appraiser’s name L G V2. AwWSE ] o G;JEA*LMM
Permittee wécre o9 Permit# Z130177

1. Water quality concerns and general site conditions
A. Riparian management zone on the sale area? Yes No ffi—f No, sldp to #1¢)

Describe delineation of the RMZ,
Zone is accurately and clearly marked
Zone is clearly marked, but does not follow FRC guidelines
Zone is not clearly marked and does not follow FRC guidelines
Zone was not considered at all within the sale design
B. RMZ harvest
Harvesting has or will occur within the RMZ and meets FRC guidelines
Harvesting has/will occur within the RMZ, and,does not meet FRC guidelines
No harvesting occurred within the RMZ

C. Erosion/Runoff mitigation /
Are water diversion structures needed on skid trails and access roads? Yes No ¥
If needed, were these structures appropriately placed? Yes No

D. Rutting /
Percent of general sale area rutted: 10% or less v 10-30% 30-60% +60%

E. Hazardous materials [fuels/lubricants]: Absent , Present , 1f Present-spill
response taken Yes , No
Comments

2. Sale boundaries
Sale boundary is clearly and accurately delineated in paint /
Sale boundary is accurate, but not clearly marked in paint
Sale boundary does not correspond to timber appraisal map
Sale boundary is not clearly marked and does not correspond to timber appraisal map

Comments

3. Condition and placement of access roads and landings
The size and location of roads and landings are appropriate for the sale size Yes /Itlo

Comiments

Rate the current condit‘iﬁggﬁt-he access roads and landings
Excellent (little or no rutting, no waste or excess debris on the landings)

Good (minimal rutting, little waste or excess debris left on the landings)
Fair (Some noticeable rutting, debris left on landings)
Poor (considerable amount of rutting, much waste/debris left on landing)

COlnH]ell’[S[Show cale. & % new 1ds & Indgs of sale area]

4, Leave trees and reserve arcas

Estimate the percent of sale designated as reserved é (®) 070 or estimate the number of leave trees

per acre .
If an RMZ is prgsent, are the leave (rees in clumps adjacgnt to he%Z\? Yes No
Comments y A

v
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Slash management
Were the regulations appropriate to the site, and for the regeneration plans Yes _{I\g -
How well were slash regulations followed during the harvesting:
Regulations were fully implemented across the entire sale /
Regulations were mostly implemented across most of the sale
Regulations were partially implemented over some of the sale

Regulations were not followed .
Comments asf~, Mmamd . bqu-J— M M f'o M.@w
JMM{_#’&W A Vhour 0l S[esl wmsa JM
6. Utilization

Rate how well the utilization standards specified on the sale were followed:
Utilization was good: little or no merchantable wood was left on the sale """
Utilization was fair: some merchantable wood (less than 4 cds) left on the sale
Utilization was poor, (more than 4 cds of merchantable wood) left on sale

If utilization was fair/poor, was logger charged for wood left on site? Yes  No

Comments

7. Forest development plans _
Forest development plans are well considered and appropriate for the site /

Forest development plans were provided, but may not be fully appropriate for site
Forest development plans were not provided, or are inconsistent with site/conditions
Comments

8. Scaling
How is the scaling being done: SOAV Consumer Scale /gticl(

If an alternate landing is used:
Are piles at alternate landing clearly marked? Yes ~ No

Are tickets being used to account for wood moved to alternate landing? Yes No
Are loads clearly marked? Yes  No_ None seen
Comments

9. Sale documentation

Is record of sale supervision compiete and accurate? Yes;\/_ﬁ:
How many times was this sale visited while it was being harvested? _ {p
Comments

10. Visual quality
Does the timber sale design incorporate FRC visual quality guidelines? Yes g/ ﬁo o
If provided, were the guidelines followed? Yes  No

Comments
o
11. Natural Heritage/Arch,/Cultural Resources incorporated? Yes v~ No . Ifso, HOW
12, Overall timber sale rating
Excellent Jﬂﬁ?; sale was well designed, and well implemented)
Good _ (generally sale was well designed and implemented, some areas for improvement)
Average __ (sale design and implementation was OK, but some key areas for improvement)
Poor _ (sale design and implementation were well below expectation)

Inspector suggestions for improvements
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Owner: Pennis Hammitzsch

MOCSFC Timber Sales Internal Audit Form

Date of Audit: { 2 L/f ‘-/ Inspector(s) name(s) Moo@é
Timber sale appraiser’s name %/ L :/ /1—(}mrmusmcﬁqoﬁ (GRAHA B

Permittee OWM An/ Permit# Z 4 OH b
1. Water quality concerns and general site conditions /
A. Riparian management zone on the sale area? Yes No (if No, skip to #1c¢)

Describe delineation of the RMZ,
Zone is accurately and clearly marked v
Zone is clearly marked, but does not follow FRC guidelines
Zone is not clearly marked and does not follow FRC guidelines
Zone was not considered at all within the sale design
B. RMZ harvest
Harvesting has or will occur within the RMZ and meets FRC guidelines
Harvesting has/will occur within the RMZ, and does not meet FRC guidelines
No harvesting occurred within the RMZ

C. Erosion/Runoff mitigation /
Are water diversion structures needed on skid trails and access roads? Yes  No v~
If needed, were these structures appropriately placed? Yes ~~ No
D. Rutting
Percent of general sale arca rutted: 10% or less v 10-30%  30-60% +60%
E. Hazardous materials [fuels/lubricants]: Absent 7 Present _, if Present-spill
response taken Yes , No
Comments

2, Sale boundaries /
Sale boundary is clearly and accurately delineated in paint
Sale boundary is accurate, but not clearly marked in paint
Sale boundary does not correspond to timber appraisal map
Sale boundary is not clearly marked and does not correspond to timber appraisal map

Comments
3. Condition and placement of access roads and landings \/

The size and location of roads and landings are appropriate for the sale size Yes No

Comments

Rate the current conditw access roads and landings
Excellent (little or no rutting, no waste or excess debris on the landings)
Good (minimal rutting, little waste or excess debris left on the landings)
Fair (Some noticeable rutting, debris left on landings)
Poor (considerable amount of rutting, much waste/debris left on landing)

COITIITICD’ES[Show cale. & % new rds & Indgs of sale area)

4. Leave trees and reserve areas
Estimate the percent of sale designated as reserved
peracre * t 2. | /
If'an RMZ is present, are the leave trees in clumps adjacent to the RMZ? Yes ~ No «
Comments

or estimate the number of leave trees
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5. Slash management /

Were the regulations appropriate to the site, and for the regeneration plans Yes _»" No
How well were slash regulations followed during the harvesting:

Regulations were fully implemented across the entire sale

Regulations were mostly implemented across most of the sale

Regulations were partially implemented over some of the sale

Regulations were not followed
Comments

6. Utilization
Rate how well the utilization standards specified on the sale were followed: /
Utilization was good: little or no merchantable wood was left on the sale
Utilization was fair: some merchantable wood (less than 4 ¢ds) left on the sale

Utilization was poor, (more than 4 ¢ds of merchantable wood) left on sale
If utilization was fair/poor, was logger charged for wood left on site? Yes  No_
Comments

7. Forest development plans A /
Forest development plans are well considered and appropriate for the site
Forest development plans were provided, but may not be fully appropriate for site
Forest development plans were not provided, or are inconsistent with site/conditions

Comments
8. Scaling /

How is the scaling being done: SOAV Consumer Scale Stick

If an alternate landing is used:
Are piles at alternate landing clearly marked? Yes  No
Are tickets being used to account for wood moved to alternate landing? Yes  No
Are loads clearly marked? Yes  No  Noneseen

Comments

How many times was this sale visited while it was being harvested? b+ <
Comments

9. Sale documentation /
Is record of sale supervision complete and accurate? Yes v No

Folebue

10. Visual quality /
Does the timber sale design incorporate FRC visual quality guidelines? Yes v+ No
If provided, were the guidelines followed? Yes  No
Comments

P
11. Natural Heritage/Arch,/Cultural Resources incorporated? Yes v~ No . If so, HOW

12. Overall timber SEyﬁ’i’ng
Excellent (the sale was well designed, and well implemented)

Good (generally sale was well designed and implemented, some areas for improvement)
Average (sale design and implementation was OK, but some key areas for improvement)
Poor (sale design and implementation were well below expectation)

Inspector suggestions for improvements
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MCSFC Timber Sales Internal Audit Form
Date of Audit: 4/ (56/ { Inspector(s) name(s) ‘MCbﬂé 7%/&) N/J

Timber salt appraiser’s name Lo
Permitiee _ /6 72AC. “ Permit# 213666
1. Water quality concerns and general site conditions
A. Riparian management zone on the sale arca? Yes No (if No, skip to #1c)

Describe delineation of the RMZ
Zone is accurately and clearly marked
Zone is clearly marked, but does not follow FRC guidelines____
Zone is not clearly marked and does not follow FRC guidelines____
Zone was not considered at all within the sale design
B. RMZ harvest
Harvesting has or will occur within the RMZ and meets FRC guidelines
Harvesting has/will occur within the RMZ and does not meet FRC guidelines
No harvesting occurred within the RMZ v
C. Erosion/Runoff mitigation
Are water diversion structures needed on skid trails and access roads? Yes__ No [

If needed, were these structures appropriately placed? Yes_  No_
D. Rutting
Percent of general sale area rutted: 10% or less 10-30%_ 30-60% +60%
EE. Hazardous materials [fuels/lubricants]: Absent \) , Present | if Present-spill
response taken Yes , No
Comments

2. Sale boundaries /
Sale boundary is clearly and accurately delineated in paint
Sale boundary is accurate, but not clearly marked in paint
Sale boundary does not correspond to timber appraisal map
Sale boundary is not clearly marked and does not cotrespond to timber appraisal map___

Comnents \/EQ‘“{ Goorr LARGLE BLVE “FPawmsr— Malks

3. Condition and placement of access roads and landings /
The size and location of roads and landings are appropriate for the sale size Yes No
Comments
Rate the current condiw access roads and landings

Excellent (little or no rutting, no waste or excess debris on the landings)
Good (minimal rutting, little waste or excess debris left on the landings)
Fair (Some noticeable rutting, debris left on landings)

Poor (considerable amount of rutting, much waste/debris left on landing)

Commentsishow cale. & % new rds & lndgs of sale area]

4. Leave trees and reserve areas

Estimate the percent of sale designated as reserved 10 or estimate the number of leave trees

per acre

If an RMZ is ent ape.the leave trees in clumps adjacent to the RMZ? Yes No

Comnients %5 WE TN ~ Semé AFA OF Spé.  was
[ S5 THinED | Semé 2D —rHumeD
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5. Slash management /
Were the regulations appropriate to the site, and for the regeneration plans Yes No

How well were slash regulations followed during the harvesting: /
Regulations were fully implemented across the entire sale
Regulations were mostly implemented across most of the sale
Regulations were partially implemented over some of the sale
Regulatjons were not followed

Comments _ / mu) Scag LEusaLS

6. Utilization
Rate how well the utilization standards specified on the sale were followed:
Utilization was good: little or no merchantable wood was left on the sale \///
Utilization was fair: some merchantable wood (less than 4 cds) left on the sale
Utilization was poor, (more than 4 cds of merchantable wood) left on sale
If utilization was fair/poor, was logger charged for wood left on site? Yes  No_
Comments

7. Forest development plans /
Forest development plans are well considered and appropriate for the site
Forest development plans were provided, but may not be fully appropriate for site
Forest development plans were not provided, or are inconsistent with site/conditions

Comments
8. Scaling

How is the scaling being done: SOAV Consumer Scale Stick

If an alternate landing is used:
Are piles at alternate landing clearly marked? Yes  No_
Are tickets being used to account for wood moved to alternate landing? Yes ~ No
Are loads clearly marked? Yes  No_ None seen

Comments

9. Sale documentation \/ﬁ/
Is record of sale supervision complete and accurate? Yes v
How many times was this sale visited while it was belng harvested? ff ,M« Z%/LLO u,—ca,é&

Cominents

16. Visual quality \/’(
Does the timber sale design incorporate FRC visual guality guidelines? Yes v"No
If provided, were the guidelines followed? Yes \A::)

Comments. TES., e SR € (S Locarers | 44L0~6 STHIE: HUJ('f 84
\[:s.um, Qubiirt Coudeemss o ~THNMNE = Ly SLas 4

11. Natural Heritage/Arch,/Cultural Resources incorporated? Yes v~ No . If so, HOW

12, Overall timber sal¢ {mg
Excellent (the sale was well designed, and well implemented)
Good _ (generally sale was well designed and implemented, some areas for improvement)
Average  (sale design and implementation was OK, but some key areas for improvement)
Poor  (sale design and implementation were well below expectation)

Inspector suggestions for improvements




CONTROLLED DOCUMENT
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MCSKFC Timber Sales Internal Audit Form
Date of Audit: gf)//& Inspector(s) name(s) W ’gefﬂ’ﬂd

Timber sale{ﬁﬁlalsor gname L& e (S€own)
Permittee OAS kf Uy Permit# Z 1402

1. Water quality concerns and general site conditions /
A. Riparian management zone on the sale area? Yes No

Describe delineation of the RMZ,
Zone is accurately and clearly marked
Zone is clearly marked, but does not follow FRC guidelines
Zone is not clearly marked and does not follow FRC guidelines
Zone was not considered at all within the sale design

B. RMZ harvest

Harvesting has or will occur within the RMZ and meets FRC puidelines

Harvesting has/will occur within the RMZ, and does not meet FRC guidelines

No harvesting oceurred within the RMZ.

(if No, skip to #1¢)

C. Erosion/Runoff mitigation
Are water diversion siructures needed on skid trails and access roads? Yes ~ No V”’/
If needed, were these structures appropriately placed? Yes No

D. Rutting /
Percent of general sale area rutted: 10% or lesi?gi}BO% 30-60% +60%

5. Hazardous materials [fuels/lubricants]: Absent , Present , if Present-spill
response taken Yes , No
Comments

2. Sale boundaries /
Sale boundary is clearly and accurately delineated in paint

Sale boundary is accurate, but not clearly marked in paint
Sale boundary does not correspond to timber appraisal map
Sale boundary is wt clearly marked and does not correspond to timber appraisal map

Comments R ool  LAORGE FhinT MACKS

3. Condition and placement of access roads and landings /
The size and location of roads and landings are appropriate for the sale size Yes No
Comments
Rate the current condiw access roads and landings

Excellent (little or no rutting, no waste or excess debris on the landings}
Good (minimal rutting, little waste or excess debris left on the landings)
Fair (Some noticeable rutting, debris left on landings)

Poor (considerable amount of rufting, much waste/debris left on landing)

Commentsishow calc, & % new rds & Indgs of sale area]

4. Leave trees and reserve areas
Estimate the percent of sale designated as reserved 70 or estimate the number of leave trees

per acte
If an RMZ is plesent are the leave trees in clumps adjacent to the RMZ? Yes No

Comments S”Dﬂ?é OF THE Stié. AREA 1N TRED P | AL
—T A
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3, Slash management
Were the regulations appropriate to the site, and for the regeneration plans Yes __[No L
How well were slash regulations followed during the harvesting: /
Regulations were fully implemented across the entire sale
Regulations were mostly implemented across most of the sale
Regulations were partially implemented over some of the sale
Regulatipns were not followed
Comments [ow Swag il

6. Utilization
Rate how well the utilization standards specified on the sale were followed: /
Utilization was good: little or no merchantable wood was left on the sale
Utilization was fair: some merchantable wood (less than 4 cds) left on the sale
Utilization was poot, (more than 4 cds of merchantable wood) left on sale
If utilization was fair/poor, was logger charged for wood left on site? Yes  No_
Comments

7. Forest development plans
Forest development plans are well considered and appropriate for the site .~
Forest development plans were provided, but may not be fully appropriate for site
Forest development plans were not provided, or are inconsistent with site/conditions

Comments "
8. Scaling
How is the scaling being done: SOAV Consumer Scale Stick.

If an alternate landing is used:
Are piles at alternate landing clearly marked? Yes  No

Are tickets being used to account for wood moved to alternate landing? Yes ~ No
Are loads clearly marked? Yes  No  Noneseen
Comments
9, Sale documentation /
Is record of sale supervision complete and accurate? Yes vV No
How many times was this sale visited while it was bemg harvested? k M 21 M
Comments

10. Visual quality
Does the timber sale design incorporate FRC visual quality guidelines? Yes\,” No
If provided, were the guidelines followed? Yes  No
Comments

f
11. Natural Heritage/Arch,/Cultural Resources incorporated? Yes V/I No . Ifso, HOW
el

12. Overall timber Si:li’%%ﬁn(

Excellent he sale was well designed, and well implemented)
Good ___ (generally sale was well designed and implemented, some areas for improvement)
Avelage ~ (sale design and implementation was OK, but some key areas for improvement)
Poor  (sale design and implementation were well below expectation)

Inspector suggestions for improvements




