
Pilot Thompson Travel and Transportation Group 
March 22, 2012 

Ruch Library, 1:00 PM-4:00 PM 
 

Agenda and Meeting Notes 

 

• Introductions 
• Objectives of the Process* (“right-sized” transportation system) 
• Recap from January 17 Meeting 
• Latest RMP Judicial Decision 
• Transportation Group Effort in the Pilot Thompson EA Process 
• Data Sharing (requested from the group at the January 17 Meeting) 

o Roads 
o Trails 

• Discussion/Building Recommendations 

 

 

*Process 

1. Understand Existing Condition (Past/Current Actions) 
2. Weigh Existing Condition Against RMP/Legal Standards (Identifies 

Needs) 
3. Identify Opportunities (project actions) to Achieve Needs 
4. Determine Pilot Thompson Transportation Needs (Potential New 

Actions…Future)  
5. Weigh New Needs Against RMP/Legal Standards (Cumulative Effects) 
6. Identify Opportunities to Achieve Needs 
7. Identify Opportunities to be Achieved with Pilot Thompson 

 



Meeting Notes: 

Attendance: Ken Weinke, Chris Bratt, Andy Geissler, Joseph Vaile, John McNeel, John Gerritsma, 
Dennis Byrd, Kirsten Shockey, Larry Francis. 

Note that the maps demonstrated potential treatment of roads and trails.  No decisions have 
been made and all actions are “potential” and not “proposed”. 

1. Recap was presented on the objectives of the group, the process, the January 17 group 
meeting, and the role of this process in the Pilot Thompson environmental process. 

a. The group previously explored the existing condition of roads and trails, but 
lacked site specific data on environmental problem roads and locations of trails 
(OHV and non-motorized).  The group requested such information and BLM 
provided detailed maps of roads, environmental problems, potential road 
decommissioning, road closures, and new road construction based on needs to 
access potential restoration units. 

b. Approximately 7 miles of roads were identified for potential 
obliteration/decommissioning with various degrees of reshaping/restoring the 
land.  About 2 miles of that 7 miles were roads in various stages of 
recovery/restoration through past actions and/or nature, but have remained on 
the BLM’s formal transportation system. 

c. About 1 mile of road was proposed for construction to access potential 
restoration units. 

d. Other roads were identified for short and long term closure. 
e. A trail inventory was shared showing trails in the Nine Mile, Ferris Gulch, and 

Hinkle Gulch areas.  In addition, the equestrian trail users provided the BLM with 
data on horse trails they use in Hinkle. 

f. It was noted that deferred maintenance funds for roads will be used on a 
substantial rocking and drainage improvement project for  a number of miles of 
mainline roads that are to be kept open.  In addition, restoration funds have 
been acquired to begin the decommissioning/obliteration of proposed roads yet 
this summer (done under a programmatic EA for the Medford District). 

2. Group members were supportive of the potential road closures, decommissioning, 
obliteration, and new construction, and other transportation considerations (i.e. 
management of trails).  

a. BLM will use the potential road work displayed as the basis for the Proposed 
Action in the upcoming environmental analysis, and will also compare that 
alternative with a No New Roads alternative to display the differences between 



not constructing new roads and implementing the approximate 1 mile of new 
road construction. 

b. BLM will work with area horse groups to explore a non-motorized trail system in 
the Nine Mile and Hinkle Gulch areas. 

c. BLM will work to restore lands impacted by OHV trails in the Ferris Gulch area 
where inappropriate OHV trails have been constructed (such as hill climbs). 

d. It was suggested we provide maps to the Applegate Library for local residents to 
view the potential proposals. 

3. The BLM is on schedule to provide a detailed Proposed Action (the initial alternative in 
the environmental analysis process) as part of a second round of scoping in May. 

a. BLM  to present the Proposed Action (when developed in April to early May) to 
small neighborhood group meetings to be organized by the Applegate 
Partnership for information and feedback. 

b. The general public can provide comments via the formal scoping comment 
process. 

c. The Group suggested we make contact with the Williams community to provide 
them with information on this project as they are interested in activities that 
occur on the ridge between Williams and Thompson, and would be interested if 
logging trucks were to use Panther Gap road. 

d. The Group suggested we also share what it is we are not doing (i.e. harvesting in 
the Late Successional Emphasis Areas, nor are planning harvest actions in those 
areas). 

4. Miscellaneous: 
a. It was also noted that roads on Forest Service lands to the West have concerned 

neighbors.  BLM will contact FS to get information on status of FS roads at the 
west end of Thompson. 

b. BLM will provide each of the Group members with a map that was used at the 
meeting. 

c. BLM will schedule a public field trip in late spring/early summer with the primary 
objective of looking at road proposals. 

d. If anyone has information to share with BLM on road issues in Pilot Thompson, 
please contact John McNeel at 541-618-2370. 


