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Current Wildfire Risk is High

Rogue Basin forests and woodlands
are among the most at risk in the
Pacific Northwest

SOURCE: Pacific Northwest Quantitative Wildfire
Risk Assessment. 2018. USFS Pacific NW & Alaska
Regions/BLM State Office. Portland, OR. Project
Manager: Rick Stratton; Contractor: Pyrologix.
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Planning Areas Wildfire Transmisson Risk
to Homes

D NEPA completed or in progress - 0

. o ) veranot stanea [ o-0.00e
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Credit: Bill Kuhn, U.S. Forest Service
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Priority Firesheds by State — Top 5

* Firesheds where
community exposure can
be treated with mechanical
forest management
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Ashland Forest Resiliency
Stewardship Project (AFR)

A 15 year stewardship project to reduce the risk of
severe wildfire in the watershed and to protect
water quality, older forests, wildlife, people,
. property and quality of life.

TthaturC | Siskiyou.Mour.lta.ins Ranggr District
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Reeder Reservoir — Source of the
City of Ashland’s Drinking Water




Primary Threat for Forests: Uncharacteristic Fire

Ashland

“'f




e T

Pl £ N

B L T VT N
S =< L fs LA EnE -
=Sk = ra TR S

=

P T s \»\‘Wm-\m -
- y‘fh\.a\- y‘\m‘ O e

i =

’lﬁﬁ.“.‘ :

GE.
4!;”.%. I




Treatments
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b) Utilizes ecological forest thlrgnpﬂg and rhana'ged fire
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2 ¢) Reduces wildfire risk to people and nature

d) Ensures enduring viability of crhtlcal habltats and species
e) Support§ fire adapted communit|es Q

i “’ f) _Promotes regional eé‘@nomlmﬁ‘d workforce V|ab|I|ty S

R B O B e : 'u Sa
s ,-r_{"r‘A‘t-‘::-’;g_:,-_:f; /V v e N vl = ' ‘*
\

5 -» \‘ "

L R N *V'*,‘ S ‘- \,, f \2?'( - % '
Rl R N L - ok o e e *au&c\ A . Sk

. -, A _,- ‘}1‘_ M—»{ 3 Y ./ - -

> ~ r w.-. >
A - - 2
" N =
- N\ e ’ LS - _'-k,/. W
';Lv, s b // ) 4 & e = . bk__ + ~
e e R o . MmN B’ 3
o ol Ty ¥ P ‘.,‘ B \ T '.. ‘ka"}\‘ ~ o=
'&."r “‘_"- S T

aly

SRy ﬂ: = e Aty A MR B S B » LomakatsiRestorationProject -

" e s \ _ - s it
By 7 y s - 3 L ! - L ; ey
R e 47 A N A o P W e _— Y /



By Design

Integrated
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Ashland Forest All-lands Restoration N
] Project Area Ownership

- Priority Private Treatments E Private
7 Planned USFS Treatments "~ Forest Service

Completed Treatments Other Federal
Municipal Watershed City
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> 58,000 acres
» 14,500 acres treated

Ashiand Watershed 5
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. I ———— &W > 28% of landscape




Multi-Party Monitoring
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Implementation

Ashland Review Team

Forest
Resiliency

STEWARDSHIP PROJECT

Credit: Sara Jones, City of Ashland



Adaptive Management

Rogue Forest Partners
External Review Teams

ROGUE FOREST
&2 PARTNERS

Technical Review Team

Strategic Plan:Vision,
Geographic Scope,
Timeframe, Goals
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Monitoring

Refinement
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Monitoring
Advisory
Committee

" Monitoring Plan,

Priorities, Metrics,
& Indicators
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Rogue Forest \\\7

Restoration
Plan Partnership

Effectiveness
Monitoring & Long-
term Outcomes

Project-scale
Performance &
impiementation

Manitoring -

Adaptive Management &
External Review

Actions
.=P|anning

@-=mplementation

.=Eva luation

‘ =Adjustment

~__ Implementation

Review Team
N
“!~\\ -
_________________ -, Community
Input

Credit: Kerry Metlen, The Nature Conservancy



Restoration Workforce
Informing Adaptive Management Approaches




Thinning Around Large Old Trees
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Legacy Tree Protect
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Legacy Tree Protection
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Legacy Tree Protection
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Legacy Tree Protection - Lessons Learned

Implementation Strategies Adjusted

TGP
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e Piling more than 15’ from tree bole
e A staged separate entry for burning
the radially thinned piles
o Minimizing the radiant heat less
piles burning at once
e Cutting out logs that wick to the tree

e Moving piles!

e Elevating with Burn Boss during the
pre-burn operations brief
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Rogue Basin Strategy

TheNature
Conservancy

SOFRC
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3% ALL LANDS - 1.1 MILLION ACRES

Federal treatable and accessible and
fuels on 40% of community at risk

GLENDALE

| Wilderness

National Park

All Lands Restoration
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Learn more at
www.sofrc.org
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Cohesive Forest Restoration
Addresses Why and How

Climate
Northern Resilience

Spotted Owl
Recovery b Type

Treatment

Resilient A\ Accessibility
Landscapes & | and Land

Allocation

Prioritized
Community N Project Areas
at Risk : with Explicit
Obijectives

' Predictable

Work Flow




Rogue Forest Restoration Initiative
Geographic Focus

ROGUE FORES
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Site Preparation

Confluence of Ashland Creek and Bear Creek
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Post-Almeda Fire

Creek and Ashland cr

" . .) t.‘
; '

T i

a0y "/

|
""‘ LOMAKATSI @®

M o ’F \ 'l
~ ’.%-;, = N m 1’ ? %ﬁ _‘,;‘w'ﬁ V ! ”
W \oF & R o

- . \ - \.
RESTORING HABITAT FOR WILDLIFE & PEOPLE SN = . - |

Y
w'y
e ) ¥
b iedl Under the leadership of Lomakatsi (X
? ;;'; Restoration Project and APRC, thousands |
¥ T‘ of Helman Elementary students, teachers ] -
9 : ” P
Wee and parents are helping to restore this land! ;
With the -
. .'.‘
- et
et 4 =
s 3
v s R
3 e
"\ ) »
: e ;;"- , 5 5 S
-~ o9 @ ROGUE - = S §
PN AsiiiAne  RAPAYR g - e > o
< - -
~ AL G e .






Post-Almeda Fire

Adaptive management and multi-party monitoring incorporating
ecocultural restoration and long-term stew
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