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ODNRA North Riding Area Proposal Evaluations 

1. Please characterize your level of support for the listed proposals by 

checking the appropriate boxes below.

  Fully support
Support with 

reservations
Do not support

Rating 

Average

Response 

Count

NA-DR-All - Designate all existing 

trails.
33.3% (4) 8.3% (1) 58.3% (7) 1.92 12

NA-DR-None - Designate no 

additional routes (retain currently 

designated routes).

9.1% (1) 9.1% (1) 81.8% (9) 0.73 11

NA-DR-1 - “Corridor” route running 

north-south, on the west side of the 

plantation area in the northwest 

portion of the riding area.

91.7% (11) 8.3% (1) 0.0% (0) 4.83 12

NA-DR-2 - “Corridor” route running 

north-south, on the east side of the 

plantation area in the northwest 

portion of the riding area.

100.0% (12) 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 5.00 12

NA-DR-3 - East-west connector 

route that connects the Hunters DR 

to the beach.
66.7% (8) 33.3% (4) 0.0% (0) 4.33 12

NA-DR-4 - East-west route on the 

north end of the northeast portion 

of the riding area.
91.7% (11) 8.3% (1) 0.0% (0) 4.83 12

NA-DR-5 - Route on the south end 

of the northeast portion of the 

riding area.
63.6% (7) 27.3% (3) 9.1% (1) 4.00 11

NA-DR-6 - Route connecting open 

sand on the west, to the shore of 

Cleawox Lake.

33.3% (4) 25.0% (3) 41.7% (5) 2.42 12

NA-DR-7 - East-west route to 

connect to the beach on the north 

end of the southwest riding portion 

of the area.

33.3% (4) 50.0% (6) 16.7% (2) 3.17 12

NA-DR-8 - Route to extend the 

existing Incinerator Road DR to the 

north.
50.0% (6) 16.7% (2) 33.3% (4) 3.00 12

NA-DR-9 - Connector route from 



2 of 3

Incinerator Road DR east to the 

Red Buggy area.
58.3% (7) 8.3% (1) 33.3% (4) 3.17 12

NA-DR-10 - Connector from 

Incinerator Road DR west to the 

Driftwood 2 DR.

18.2% (2) 27.3% (3) 54.5% (6) 1.73 11

NA-DR-11 - Second connector 

route from the Incinerator Road DR 

east to the Red Buggy area.

33.3% (4) 16.7% (2) 50.0% (6) 2.17 12

NA-DR-12 (combined with 13) - 

Close western portion of Siltcoos 

Breach DR seasonally and replace 

with an alternate route.

66.7% (8) 8.3% (1) 25.0% (3) 3.58 12

NA-DR-14 - Eliminate the existing 

Incinerator Road designated route.
18.2% (2) 27.3% (3) 54.5% (6) 1.73 11

 Comments on specific benefits or concerns associated with any of these proposals. 5

  answered question 12

  skipped question 0
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2. Please characterize your level of support for the listed proposals by 

checking the appropriate boxes below.

  Fully support
Support with 

reservations
Do not support

Rating 

Average

Response 

Count

NA-RZ-A - Re-zone an area of 

approximately 110 acres in an area 

of plantation forest to the west of 

Cleawox Lake.

81.8% (9) 9.1% (1) 9.1% (1) 4.36 11

NA-RZ-B - Re-zone an area of 

approximately 25 acres in the 

northeast portion of the riding area, 

bordered on the east by the south 

end of the existing South Jetty DR.

50.0% (5) 0.0% (0) 50.0% (5) 2.50 10

NA-RZ-C - Re-zone an area of 600-

800 acres in the west half of the 

riding area, from Chapman Road 

DR, to a point north of the Siltcoos 

Breach DR.

60.0% (6) 10.0% (1) 30.0% (3) 3.30 10

NA-RZ-D - Re-zone an area of 

approximately 250 acres in a 

narrow strip adjacent to the beach, 

to the west of the Coast Guard DR, 

between South Jetty Road and a 

point north of the Siltcoos Breach 

DR.

50.0% (5) 10.0% (1) 40.0% (4) 2.80 10

 Comments on specific benefits or concerns associated with any of these proposals. 5

  answered question 11

  skipped question 1
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ODNRA Middle Riding Area Proposal Evaluations 

1. Please characterize your level of support for the listed proposals by 

checking the appropriate boxes below.

  Fully support
Support with 

reservations
Do not support

Rating 

Average

Response 

Count

MA-DR-All - Designate all existing 

trails.
25.0% (3) 16.7% (2) 58.3% (7) 1.75 12

MA-DR-None - Designate no routes 

in this riding area (there are no 

currently designated routes).

8.3% (1) 8.3% (1) 83.3% (10) 0.67 12

MA-DR-1 - Route to cross each of 

the five forested fingers on the 

east side of the riding area.

33.3% (4) 25.0% (3) 41.7% (5) 2.42 12

MA-DR-2 - Route to cross three of 

the five forested fingers on the 

east side of the riding area.
66.7% (8) 33.3% (4) 0.0% (0) 4.33 12

MA-DR-3 - North-south route 

adjacent to the beach on the west 

side of the riding area, located 

behind the first foredune .

50.0% (6) 16.7% (2) 33.3% (4) 3.00 12

 Comments on specific benefits or concerns associated with any of these proposals. 4

  answered question 12

  skipped question 0
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2. Please characterize your level of support for the listed proposal by 

checking the appropriate box below.

  Fully support
Support with 

reservations
Do not support

Rating 

Average

Response 

Count

MA-RZ-A - Re-zone an area of 

approximately 150 acres on the 

west side of the riding area, located 

adjacent to the beach, immediately 

south of the Umpqua Beach #3 

Parking/Staging Area.

63.6% (7) 18.2% (2) 18.2% (2) 3.73 11

 Comments on specific benefits or concerns associated with any of these proposals. 5

  answered question 11

  skipped question 1
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ODNRA South Riding Area Proposal Evaluations 

1. Please characterize your level of support for the listed proposals by 

checking the appropriate boxes below.

  Fully support
Support with 

reservations
Do not support

Rating 

Average

Response 

Count

SA-DR-All - Designate all existing 

trails.
33.3% (4) 8.3% (1) 58.3% (7) 1.92 12

SA-DR-None - Designate no 

additional routes (retain currently 

designated routes).

16.7% (2) 8.3% (1) 75.0% (9) 1.08 12

SA-DR-2 - Route that traverses 

behind the “tree island” on the 

eastern boundary of the riding area, 

north of the wildlife closure area.

58.3% (7) 16.7% (2) 25.0% (3) 3.42 12

SA-DR-3 - North-south route, south 

of the Hauser Beach access road.
75.0% (9) 25.0% (3) 0.0% (0) 4.50 12

SA-DR-4 - Two north-south trails 

located south of the intersection of 

the 430 DR and the Hauser Beach 

Road DR.

58.3% (7) 25.0% (3) 16.7% (2) 3.67 12

SA-DR-5 - North-south trail located 

north of the intersection of the 430 

DR and the Hauser Beach Road 

DR.

66.7% (8) 33.3% (4) 0.0% (0) 4.33 12

SA-DR-6 - Existing trails located in 

an “isolated” 10(C) parcel bordered 

on two sides by the Goergen 

property, southeast of the Old Bark 

Staging area.

66.7% (8) 33.3% (4) 0.0% (0) 4.33 12

SA-DR-7 - East-west connector 

between the 430 DR and open sand 

to the west, located northwest of 

Beal Lake.

58.3% (7) 33.3% (4) 8.3% (1) 3.92 12

SA-DR-9 - Trail that traverses a 

parcel of MA 10(C) that lies 

immediately north of the Coos 

County parcel that is just north of 

Beal Lake.

33.3% (4) 41.7% (5) 25.0% (3) 2.92 12

 Comments on specific benefits or concerns associated with any of these proposals. 3
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  answered question 12

  skipped question 0

2. Please characterize your level of support for the listed proposals by 

checking the appropriate boxes below.

  Fully support
Support with 

reservations
Do not support

Rating 

Average

Response 

Count

SA-RZ-A - Re-zone an area of 

approximately 120 acres comprised 

of several parcels that lie to the 

east of the Old Bark DR as it goes 

north from the Horsfall Lake area.

83.3% (10) 16.7% (2) 0.0% (0) 4.67 12

SA-RZ-B - Re-zone an area of 

approximately 15 acres located 

north of Beal Lake and east of the 

430 DR.

41.7% (5) 16.7% (2) 41.7% (5) 2.58 12

 Comments on specific benefits or concerns associated with any of these proposals. 4

  answered question 12

  skipped question 0



“Level of Support” Survey Comments for North Riding Area 

 

Designated Route Proposals: 

Campers at Camp Cleawox recently complained to me about the level of ATV noise heard at that camp through the 
night. Camp Cleawox is now a regional resource (owing to area consolidation) that serves all of Oregon and 
Southwest Washington. 

NA‐DR‐2. This is about the same as NA‐RZ‐A. This area needs to be opened up between the two designated trails 
for many reasons. For me the single biggest reason is due to fact that the Northern Dunes will see huge areas of 
10C closures and redesignated 10A eventually. This area is newly vegetated with no old growth and would be a 
good area to experiment to see if OHV could kill the unwanted vegetation and restore some open sand. 
 
NA‐DR‐5 is in conjuction with NA‐RZ‐B. This area is a huge corridor and highly traveled. Safety, enforcement and 
washboarding are huge concerns so this area needs to be open.  
 
NA‐DR‐6 give the dog a bone. this route has been there for as long as i have been riding there. We like to 
experience Cleawox Lake too. with ONE trail there and back, nobody will get up enough speed to generate noise 
and if we ever get enforcment this would be a valuable experience for OHV riders. 
 
NA‐DR‐8,9,10,11,14. I am going to clump these all together. Incenerator Road has been there forever. It is a major 
emergency access, it has been well established with Designated Camp sites with the Forest Service. There is very 
little camping and access oportunities in the Silt Coos southern most dune access. With the trails, the Forest 
Service is going to have to decide if they want to have trails for OHV experiences vs. connectors. OHV on trials are 
an endangered species and conflict with animals and humans are ALWAYS going to be an issue. If you look at a 
map and look at 10C, there is almost half of the Northern Dunes that is going away. Period. Can't we have a little 
left so we can enjoy the plantation ride through the canopy? As far as the standard "Conflicts with other users 
(hikers, campgrounds, mushorrm pickers and noise" why can't we ask the question, "we all make personal choices, 
why can't those folks go to the 60+% of the ODNRA so they can enjoy the quiet tranquility?" I know I do when 
tranquility is what I want. Until we eliminate people that like to enjoy motorized activities, they will never be 
happy. Where do we draw the line? All OHV people is asking for a little and the trail experience through the 
canopy is simply an awesome opportunity. I say all of this agreeing with non‐OHV folks; we must get the noise 
down. this would reduce the impact on just about every concern. Please consider the fact that we are human and 
enjoy the scenery as well. We just like to see more of it and for those who are handicapped and choose OHV they 
can simply see it real and not with pictures. John Gantz mentioned some of the plantations in the south are non‐
productive and is open to some trails there.... 

NA‐DR‐All Do not support because ODNRA lands are public resources to be shared, not the sole property of one 
user group. 
 
NA‐DR‐All Do not support because some additional designated routes are needed, as long as they are located to 
mimimize conflicts with other uses and neighboring residents. 
 
NA‐DR‐5 Support with reservations due to the potential for increasing unwanted OHV access and damage to high 
quality mushroom habitat. It this is implemented, it will be very important to make sure OHVs stay on the 



designated route. 
 
NA‐DR‐6 Do not support because there are too many conflicts with nearby residences, resources near the lake, and 
the increased potential for invasive species introduction. 
 
NA‐DR‐7 Support with reservations due to the concern about impacts to wetland resources. 
 
NA‐DR‐8 Do not support because there are too many conflicts with non‐motorized recreationists and mushroom 
pickers. 
 
NA‐DR‐9 Do not support because there are too many conflicts with non‐motorized recreationists and mushroom 
pickers. 
 
NA‐DR‐10 Do not support because there are too many conflicts with non‐motorized recreationists and mushroom 
pickers. 
 
NA‐DR‐11 Do not support because there are too many conflicts with non‐motorized recreationists and mushroom 
pickers. 
 
NA‐DR‐14 Support because this is one of the few recreational areas on the ODNRA that is easily accessible by many 
types of non‐motorized users (campers, hikers, birders, kayakers) and includes an ADA accessible trail at Lagoon 
lake. In addition, the area contains high quality Matsutake mushroom habitat. Closure of this area to OHV use 
would dramatically improve the availability of high quality non‐motorized recreation opportunities on the ODNRA. 

I feel that the incinerator route is highly controversial, and should be maintained exclusively for emergency access. 
The route off of the incinerator route that connects to Red Buggy can be incorporated as a designated route solely 
as a means to enhance emergency access and offer an additional "trail riding experience. 

NA‐DR‐5 ‐ important to sign, block undesignated trails in this area to reduce threat of "spider‐webbing". 

 

Re‐Zoning Proposals: 

NA‐RZ‐C This is deflation plain and not rideable most of the year so re‐zoning would not make much of a difference 
one way or the other. 

NA‐RZ‐D See the Lassie movie.... 

NA‐RZ‐B Do not support because of conflicts with mushroom picking. 
 
NA‐RZ‐C Do not support because there would be too much impact to native vegetation and wetlands. 
 
NA‐RZ‐D I currently do not support this, but would support it if the north boundary was moved .5 miles south to 
the Goose Pasture designated route. 

I feel that designating NA‐RZ‐B would be a bad idea and would create confusion and user conflicts between OHV 
users and Matsutake contract holders. To consider this proposal based on simplifying enforcement could actually 



create other enforcement needs due to confused OHV users thinking that this type of habitat (which happens to 
be high quality Matsutake habitat) is OK, and therefore increasing the likelihood of OHV impact to high quality 
Matsutake habitat that is immediately adjacent to this area. The best possible compromise would be to designate 
a number of "user created trails" within this particular area, and nothing more. 

Note: Anytime I marked do not support, or support with reservations, my concerns are the same as those outlined 
in the "Key Issues or Concerns Noted" section of all proposals.  No new concerns. 



 

 

“Level of Support” Survey Comments for Middle Riding Area 

 

Designated Route Proposals: 

MA‐DR‐All ‐ Do not support because ODNRA lands are public resources to be shared, not the sole preperty of one 
user group. 
 
MA‐DR‐None ‐ Do not support because some addtional designated routes are needed, as long as they are located 
to minimize conflicts with other uses and neighboring residents. 
 
MA‐DR‐1 ‐ Do not support because this would result in too much new fragmentation of native plant and wildlife 
communities and increases the potential for introduction of invasive species into these undisturbed forests. 
 
MA‐DR‐2 ‐ Support because this proposal utilizes existing trails and protects currently intact native forest 
communities. 
 
MA‐DR‐3 ‐ Support with reservations because this proposal would require strict enforcement and probably fencing 
to keep OHVs off the closed beach. 

I favor MA‐DR‐1 over MA‐DR‐2 for a number of reasons; (1) it disperses OHV traffic to alternative access 
opportunities, (2) offers more emergency response options and access, (3) offers additional "trail riding 
experience", (4) expands "carrying capacity", (5) enhances the overall OHV riding opportunity and experience for 
this Middle Riding Area. 

In regards to MA‐DR‐1, I see no reason to open any new areas to disturbance ie. invasive plants, wind, trash and 
general degradation of the forest with possible adverse effects on wildlife. 
Why should we go to the expense of building new trails when the users have made trails everywhere? 
 
In regards to MA‐DR‐3, I don't support any further access to the beach which is closed to any motorized use. 

 

Re‐Zoning Proposals: 

This deflation plain area and is adjacent to many Designated Sand Camping spots where folks ride in them all the 
time. I have ridden this area and there is very little there and typical of deflation plane it is wet during the winter 
and spring. 

MA‐RZ‐A ‐ Do not support because the southern portion of this area is a fairly well developed forest‐shrub 
wetland. If this was implemented, an intensive vegetation and wildlife inventory would be necessary to identify 
rare species and/or communities and, if necessary, protection measures would need to be implemented and 
enforced. This proposal would also require strict enforcement and probably fencing to keep OHVs off the closed 



beach. A more limited open area in the northern section and an additonal designated route in the southern section 
that connects the open sand to MA‐DR‐3 (which I support with reservations) might be more practical. 

This particular location is probably your only opportunity within the ODNRA to evaluate OHV activity effects on 
deflation plane evolution. Which by the way, is the greatest threat to the Oregon Dunes, second only to the 
European Beach Grass stabilized foredune, which is facilitating the rapid establishment of the deflation planes 
throughout the ODNRA. Keep in mind, "when the Dunes die, so will the ODNRA"! 

MA‐RZ‐A ‐ some reservations due to potential impact to senstive vegetation/wetlands. 



 

“Level of Support” Survey Comments for South Riding Area 

 

Designated Route Proposals: 

SA‐DR‐3,4,5. This area where these trails are is a bottle neck area that connects the northern section of 
Horsefall/Hauser to Bull Run and beach access for that entire area. If you look at where people camp and have 
dune access my guess this is 80%+ of everybody that comes to the dunes rides through this area. North of that 
area has only Spinreel as a camping area. Any trails that disperse traffic makes it safer and also helps with the 
washboarding. Natural barriers prevent new user trails.  
 
SA‐DR‐7. this is a very short connector (maybe 100") to Saunders Lake area and Bull Run and is used by emergency 
vehicles. I feel this is a must to keep open. 

SA‐DR‐All ODNRA lands are public resources to be shared, not the sole property of one user group. 
 
SA‐DR‐None Some additional routes are needed, as long as they are located to minimize conflicts with other uses 
and neighboring residents. 
 
SA‐DR‐2 Fully support assuming potential impact on large trees will be monitored. 
 
SA‐DR‐4 Fully support assuming potential impact on large trees will be monitored. 
 
SA‐DR‐5 Fully support assuming potential impact on large trees will be monitored. 
 
SA‐DR‐6 Fully support assuming potential impact on large trees will be monitored. 
 
SA‐DR‐7 Fully support assuming potential impact on large trees will be monitored. 
 
SA‐DR‐9 Support with reservations due to concerns about damage to wetland and habitat values and potential 
impact to large trees. 

Reservations I have for SA Designated Routes concern tree islands with larger trees, wetland area (north of Beal 
Lake) and unknown wildlife use/sensitive plant species for those areas. These would need to be evaluated before 
possible designation. 

 

Re‐Zoning Proposals: 

SA‐RZ‐A This only makes sense. it is a highly used area and would be impossible to regulate and enforce. it really is 
the only area that contains trails in the Horsfall area. 

SA‐RZ‐B Don't support due to increased potential for unwanted OHV traffic into sensitive Beal Lake 
Plant/Fish/Wildlife Management Area. 



SA‐RZ‐A: It is unfortunate that the FS waited 16 years before enforcing this closure to protect the wildlife and 
habitat at Beal Lake, but that is no reason to re‐zone the area to open riding, now that the resource values are 
finally and officially protected. 
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