
Pilot Thompson Travel and Transportation Group 
January 17, 2012 

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

Agenda: 

1 Understand and agree to Process (see below) and/or amend 
2 Begin Process 
3 Determine Additional Needs and Schedule Next Meeting 

 

Process (Roads Only?) 

1. Understand Existing Condition 
2. Weigh Existing Condition Against RMP/Legal Standards (Identifies Needs) 
3. Identify Opportunities (Project Actions) to Achieve Needs 
4. Determine Pilot Thompson Transportation Needs 
5. Weigh Needs Against RMP/Legal Standards (Cumulative Effects) 
6. Identify Opportunities to Achieve Needs 
7. Identify Opportunities to be Achieved with Pilot Thompson Project 

 

Meeting Notes 

Attendance: Joseph Vaile, Christ Bratt, Joan Peterson, John McNeel, George McKinley, Ken Wienke, Kirsten 
Shockey, Larry Francis, Andy Geissler, John Gerritsma 

1. Understanding and Agree To Process—Accepted without much discussion, though agreement to modify if 
we need to.  Also agreed to consider OHV trails as they directly affect the road management objectives, 
but not as part of an OHV management plan. 

2. Existing Condition—BLM provided maps showing existing BLM road network, and as many private roads 
as are known by BLM.  Other maps showed type of maintenance, type of surfacing, topographic features, 
and other details.  A table was presented calculating the road density.  BLM utilizes a process during the 
analysis of the cumulative effects of the road system in projects that captures the vast majority of private 
land roads and unmapped BLM roads 

3. RMP/Legal Standards—acknowledged that currently BLM is under the 2008 Resource Management Plan 
(WOPR), but is awaiting agreement from the court over vacature of the 2008 RMP, at which time the 1995 
Medford District Resource Management Plan becomes valid.  Therefore, the Medford District has adopted 



the policy to be compliant with our current RMP (2008), but also be consistent with the 1995 RMP, until 
such time as the court makes its final decision. 
 
Both plans have management guidelines for establishing, maintaining and managing the road system 
(Best Management Practices), and management guidelines for considering other resource values such as 
clean water and wildlife.   Water Quality Restoration Plans (WQRP) have now been established for almost 
all of the watersheds on the Medford District. These documents describe how the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) will implement and achieve the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality's 
(DEQ’s) Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) for 303(d) listed streams on federal lands.   
 
The 2008 RMP assumes approximately 700 miles (across Western Oregon BLM districts—no breakdown 
by District) of new road construction for the decade.  Since roads under the 2008 RMP are designated 
“closed unless signed open to the public”, the RMP projects an open road density of 2 miles per square 
mile. 
 
The 1995 RMP projected construction of approximately 400 miles of new road (on the Medford District) in 
the 10-year period of the plan.  The 1995 RMP guideline for road density is 4 miles per square mile and is 
applied at the watershed level, not on any one particular acre or section of land.   
  

4. Opportunities—The key message when considering road management is to concentrate on reducing 
impacts, not just simply road density (i.e. due to the various factors that account for road impacts that 
means all roads are not equal).  A number of suggestions were made by the group with respect to 
improving (i.e. reducing the effects of) the roads currently existing by evaluating for opportunities at…. 

• Riparian/stream crossings; sStreams with high fish values such as Nine Mile 
• Removing non-system roads 
• Steep roads 
• Cooperation with private land owners for road improvements 

o Contact NRCS for possible funding source 
o Contact Applegate Partnership for ongoing programs 

Interpreting the discussions, BLM notes that the group appears to have established a hierarchy of 
preferences in the following order to reduce impacts: obliterate/recontour roads, long-term 
“mothballing” (20-30 years before road is used again), road closure (but allowing non-motorized traffic), 
fixing problems and retaining road as open.  No further discussion by the team on this observation. 

General prices for: 
• Rocking roads with 4 inches of rock is about $30,000 per mile. 
• Decommissioning roads is $20,000-$25,000 per mile. 
• Obliterating roads is $30,000-$35,000 per mile. 

 
5. Action Items/Next Meeting— 

a. BLM to provide list of potential problem road and/or potential roads to close (by one of the 
means above in the hierarchy for reducing impacts).  E-mail list to team. 

b. BLM to contact Brett Fillis, Fire Chief of Rural 9, for maps of roads critical to firefighting needs. 
c. Next meeting to be determined once potent problem road list is formulated and potential 

restoration units are known.   


