
 

Kevin Heatley 

Bureau of Land Management 

Grants Pass Field Office 

2164 NE Spalding Ave. 

Grants Pass, OR 97526 

 

In Reply to:  Taylor Creek Hazard Tree Removal Project  

 

Dear Mr. Heatley: 

 

Introduction 

The American Forest Resource Council (AFRC) is a regional trade association whose 

purpose is to advocate for sustained yield timber harvests on public timberlands throughout 

the West to enhance forest health and resistance to fire, insects, and disease.  We do this 

by promoting active management to attain productive public forests, protect adjoining 

private forests, and assure community stability.  We work to improve federal and state 

laws, regulations, policies and decisions regarding access to and management of public 

forest lands and protection of all forest lands.  AFRC represents over 50 forest product 

businesses and forest landowners throughout the West.  Many of our members have their 

operations in communities adjacent to the Butte Falls Field Office, and the management on 

these lands ultimately dictates not only the viability of their businesses, but also the 

economic health of the communities themselves.  The state of Oregon’s forest sector 

employs approximately 61,051 Oregonians, with AFRC’s membership directly and 

indirectly constituting a large percentage of those jobs.  Rural communities, such as the 

ones affected by this project, are particularly sensitive to the forest product sector in that 

more than 50% of all manufacturing jobs are in wood manufacturing.  AFRC appreciates 

the urgency to clear these hazards. 

 

Proposed Action 

The CX being utilized allows for up to 250 acres to be salvaged.  The Grants Pass Resource 

Area is only planning 124 acres of treatment.  Within the Late Successional Reserve (LSR) 

and Riparian Reserve (RR), the 2016 SWO RMP states, “Do not conduct timber salvage, 

except when necessary to protect public safety, or to keep roads and other infrastructure 

clear of debris.”  It is understood that the road units identified are likely to produce hazards 

across the road corridor.  Unfortunately, by limiting the probability of mortality (PM) for 

removal of 60%, all of the hazards are unlikely to be removed.  AFRC suggests utilizing 
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a lower PM such as 40%.  The risk of leaving hazards on the landscape is going to be 

greater than wanted according to the Purpose and Need of this project.  We do however 

appreciate the inclusion of additional distance beyond the typical 1½ tree length on slopes 

with a potential for dangerous sliding or rolling of burned materials when they fall.   

 

Economics 

AFRC understands the need to keep roadways safe, and we would like to remind the BLM 

that salvage operations are more expensive than “green” operations.  This is due to the fact 

that machines need to be cleaned more often, less product can be recovered from the raw 

material, and the opportunity cost is higher due to short operating seasons from quickly 

declining wood quality compared to operating on a “green” sale.   Including cable systems, 

scattered individual trees, and harvest/haul restrictions are likely to reduce the likelihood 

of providing interest from the timber industry in this project.   

 

AFRC suggests only retaining cable operations if the volume removed from those 

acres is substantial and consist of tight grained large diameter material.  Fire burned 

wood from the 2018 wildfires in the rogue valley has had rapid deterioration resulting in 

larges amounts of cull and camp run material.  To compound this notion, the valley no 

longer has any sawmills, resulting in a purchasing circle interested in tighter grained 

material suitable for peeler mills.  Knowing the final product, the raw material will be 

utilized for is extremely important when designing the BLM’s forest projects.  

 

Including scattered trees has the potential to result in additional moving costs and 

drastically reducing the margins for a purchaser of this sale.  We would expect these trees 

to be substantially larger than typically harvested BLM trees in order to make up for 

the additional stump-to-truck costs associated with them.   

 

By including harvest, hauling, and other restrictions, the risk associated with this sale is far 

greater than expected for a high priority need such as hazard tree removal.  AFRC expects 

to see standardized ground-based operating restrictions between BLM Districts that 

adheres to the RMPs, but we continue to see the Medford BLM creating additional 

redundancy and unneeded restrictions that result in lack of interest in sales produced on 

this District.  In particular, the insertion of a “soil moisture” restriction stating that waivers 

would not be granted when soil moisture at a depth of 4-6 inches is between 15-25% is 

unique to the Medford District and is a leading cause for the District’s failure to sell sales 

this fiscal year.  Not only is this restriction absent from the RMP, but it is also overly 

protective (the outcome is a restricted season that often runs directly into fire season).  

Every other District in the State protects their soil resources without this particular 

language, and we see no reason why Medford can’t do the same.  AFRC believes protecting 

the soil resource is important, but static restrictions like this do no better at protecting the 

resource than a purely condition based restriction would.  Please remove the additional 

restrictions associated with ground-based yarding and soil ripping operations that go 

over and above the required mitigations.  The hauling restrictions can be waived if 

conditions are favorable.  AFRC would like to know what it would take to remove these 

restrictions completely.  Only allowing dry season haul adds additional risk to the project 

and decreased the BLM’s chances for competitive bids.  Additionally, heavy equipment 



and chainsaw buffers are required for any documented NSO sites.  AFRC is unclear on 

weather NSO surveys have been completed in this area or if occupancy has been assumed 

within the project area.  Please clarify where these restrictions will be required and 

weather or not if surveys have been completed in this project area. 

 

Other Comments 

It is important to note that the Smith and Cluck paper is but one guide to determining 

hazardous trees.  Common sense and professional judgement may contradict the paper but 

can be warranted in specific situations.  Understanding what will happen to the area without 

salvage and planting is key in making realistic on-the-ground decisions.    

 

Summary 

AFRC is excited to see how this project gets finalized.  We are hopeful the BLM thinks 

critically about the comments presented here about the project.  Clear, concise, and 

transparent explanations of decision-making and methodology are key to a well done 

NEPA document.   

 

Should you have any questions regarding the above comments, please contact me at my 

office: 541-342-1892, cell: 541-517-8573, or email: aastor@amforest.org. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

Amanda Astor 

Southwest Oregon Field Forester 

American Forest Resource Council 
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