
The Roseburg District BLM provided a 30-

day formal scoping period for public com-

ment on the proposal between June 15 and 

July 15, 2011.  

Scoping comments were received from the

Cow Creek Band of Umpqua Indians, Asso-

ciation of O&C Counties, Rocky Mountain 

Elk Foundation, American Forest Resources 

Council, Oregon Society of American For-

esters, Association of Oregon Loggers, 

Douglas Forest Protective Association, 

Umpqua National Forest, Pacific Rivers 

Council, Cascadia Wildlands and Klamath 

Siskiyou Wildlands Center, Oregon Wild, 

Myrtle Creek Rural Community Partnership, and other individual members 

of the public.  Informal Discussions were also held with the Oregon Depart-

ment of Fish and Wildlife.

The comments received ranged in their applicability to this analysis and fell 

into the following general categories:

Comments that influenced the analysis.  In particular, the topics of reforesta-

tion, timber sale economics, and riparian treatments received attention.

Comments that are routinely addressed in environmental assessments for

timber management activities.

Comments that are broad and outside the purpose and need of this project.  

For example, many comments asked that ecological and economic issues be

addressed at a broad landscape scale.  This project is too small to lend itself

to this sort of analysis, which is best addressed in a broad land management 

planning effort.

Comments that challenge the concepts put forth by Johnson and Franklin.  

While debate about these principles is on-going, Franklin and Johnson are

recognized experts in this field and, as is stated in Chapter 1, Section 1 of

this document, were asked by the Secretary of Interior to demonstrate their 

concepts.  

Responses to the comments are contained in Appendix G - Scoping Summary 

of the Environmental Assessment. 

Roseburg District - Bureau of Land Management
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Roseburg  Pilot Information  

The Roseburg Pilot Project  was intended to 

fulfill  the Secretary of  the Interior's direction to  

apply the principles of ecological  restoration, as  

developed by Drs. Norm Johnson and Jerry  

Franklin, on BLM lands within the Roseburg  

District.  

 
The  project  included  the  elements of  active  

management  proposed  by  the US Fish  and  

Wildlife Service  for  the recovery  of  the north-

ern spotted owl.  

 
The following pages detail  some of the infor-

mation gathered through the Environmental  

Assessment process. Detailed information is 

provided on Alternatives developed and criteria 

analyzed.  

Key Facts:*  

Treatment Area    -   285 acres  

Retention      -    41%  

Road Renovation  -   7.43 miles  

New Road                              

Construction      -   1.2 miles  

Road                                  

Decommissioned  -  1.98 miles  

Estimated Harvest                

Volume      -   10.5 mmbf 

Avg Diameter Range  

 10 to 20 inches  

Age Range   

 42 to 108 yrs old  

 

*Alternative 2A  

April 12, 2012 Public Meeting 

Roseburg Secretarial Pilot 

Project - EA Summary  

Special  points  of 

interest:  

Full staff engagement  

with Drs. Franklin and 

Johnson.  

Full engagement with 

interested publics.  

Front-end design work  

with US Fish and 

Wildlife   Service.  

Incorporation of 
Northwest Forest Plan 

Standards and Guides.  

Application of Survey 

& Manage Standards & 

Guides.  
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     Page 2 Roseburg Secretarial Pilot Project EA Summary 

Purpose and Need - Early Seral Habitat Development
 

As requested by the Secretary of Interior Drs. Norm Johnson 

and Jerry Franklin chose a Moist Forest type on the Roseburg 

District to demonstrate their management principles.  They 

provide the following rationale for the demonstration: 

Following stand replacement fires, “Moist Forest sites 

typically experienced an extended, open, pre-forest 

stage,” which “exhibits high biodiversity.”  The har-

vest in the proposed pilot “attempts to create that 

stage as the initial step in a management regime that will include mixed-age, mixed 

species stands managed for multiple economic…and ecological values.” 

The specific purposes of the project are to: 

Conduct variable retention harvest designed to create complex, early-successional habitat that will 

function for up to 30 years. 

Design the sale with participation of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife for the purpose of applying Recovery 

Actions from the Northern Spotted Owl Recovery Plan. 

Conduct forest management activities to produce a sustained yield of timber for manufacturing to 

support local and regional economic activity. 

Striking a Balance Between Two Divergent Goals 

The planting densities represent a compromise between two divergent goals: 

To ensure that we meet the minimum reforestation requirements of our Resource Man-

agement Plan, 

To allow high quality early seral 

vegetation to persist for 20 to 30 

years. 

If natural regeneration is high, thinning 

may be necessary to prevent the can-

opy from closing and shading out the 

desired early seral species before the 

20 to 30 year target period. 
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Reference Analysis 2
Northwest Forest Plan Variable-retention Regeneration Harvest

NWFP Variable-retention Regeneration Harvest Examples

         

 
 

 

   

 

     Public Meeting Page 3 

 

 

Economic Considerations  

Throughout the EA process 

the Roseburg District was 

asked to provide information  

on the economic viability and 

efficiency of the proposed al-

ternatives in  the Pilot Project.   

 
The following tables provide 

data on the amount of the  

proposed project area available

for winter logging,  a compari-

son of harvest volume and 

acres between alternatives and

the average per-acre harvest 

volume and cost.  
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Reference Analysis 1
Northwest Forest Plan Thinning (Upland & Riparian)

Northwest Forest PlanThinning Examples

Moderate ThinningLight ThinningUn-thinned

         

 
   

 

  

   

 
  

  

 
 

 

 
 

 

    

    

 

 

 

  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  

 
 

  

 

 

 
 

 

 
  

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

   

 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

    

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

P
o

st
-

H
a
rv

e
st

T
re

a
tm

e
n

ts
 

F
u

e
ls

 T
re

a
tm

e
n

ts
 w

it
h

in
 H

a
rv

e
st

e
d

A
re

a
s 

&
 S

e
le

c
te

d
 R

ip
a
ri

a
n

 R
e
se

rv
e
s 

N
o
n
e
 

P
re

sc
ri

b
e
d
 B

u
rn

in
g

(U
p
la

n
d
 &

 (
R

ip
ar

ia
n
)

W
h
o
le

-t
re

e
 y

ar
d
in

g
H

an
d
 &

 E
x
ca

va
to

r 

P
re

sc
ri

b
e
d
 B

u
rn

in
g

(U
p
la

n
d
 &

 (
R

ip
ar

ia
n
)

W
h
o
le

-t
re

e
 y

ar
d
in

g
H

an
d
 &

 E
x
ca

va
to

r 

P
re

sc
ri

b
e
d
 B

u
rn

in
g

(l
an

d
in

gs
 &

 h
an

d
 p

ile
s 

o
n
ly

) 

P
re

sc
ri

b
e
d
 B

u
rn

in
g

(U
p
la

n
d
 O

n
ly

)

H
an

d
 &

 E
x
ca

va
to

r 
P
ile

 

F
u

e
ls

 T
re

a
tm

e
n

ts
 –

 A
ir

 Q
u

a
li
ty

 E
f-

N
o
n
e
 

Sh
o
rt

-t
e
rm

 l
o
ca

liz
e
d
 e

ff
e
ct

s,
 b

u
t 

n
o
 c

u
m

u
la

ti
ve

 o
r 

lo
n
g-

te
rm

 e
ff
e
ct

s 
o
n
 l
o
ca

l 
ai

r 
q
u
al

it
y 

R
e
fo

re
st

a
ti

o
n

 
N

o
n
e
 

P
la

n
t 
≈

 2
0
0
 t

re
e
s/

ac
re

 6
5
%

 D
o
u
gl

as
-f

ir

3
5
%

 m
in

o
r 

co
n
if
e
rs

 

P
la

n
t 
≈

 2
0
0
 t

re
e
s/

ac
re

 6
5
%

 D
o
u
gl

as
-f

ir

3
5
%

 m
in

o
r 

co
n
if
e
rs

 

N
o
 R

e
fo

re
st

at
io

n

R
e
q
u
ir

e
d
 

P
la

n
t 
≈

 4
0
0
 t

re
e
s/

ac
re

9
0
%

 D
o
u
gl

as
-f

ir
1
0
%

 m
in

o
r 

co
n
if
e
rs

N
at

u
ra

l 
R

e
ge

n
e
ra

ti
o
n
 

E
ff

e
c
ts

 o
n

S
e
le

c
te

d
 F

o
r-

e
st

 V
e
g
e
ta

-

ti
o

n

P
ro

c
e
ss

e
s 

D
u

ra
ti

o
n

 o
f 

E
a
rl

y
-s

u
c
c
e
ss

io
n

a
l 
F

o
r-

e
st

(e
st

im
at

e
d
 y

e
ar

s 
u
n
ti
l 
tr

e
e
 c

an
o
p
y 

cl
o
-

su
re

) 

N
/A

 
≈
 3
0
 y
e
ar
s 
o
r 
m
o
re
 
≈
 3
0
 y
e
ar
s 
o
r 
m
o
re
 

N
/A

 
≈
 2
0
-3

0
 y

e
ar

s 
o
r 

m
o
re

 

D
e
v
e
lo

p
m

e
n

t 
o

f 
S

tr
u

c
tu

ra
ll
y
 C

o
m

-

p
le

x
 S

ta
n

d
s 

w
it

h
in

 5
0
 t

o
 1

0
0
 y

e
a
rs

 
L
o
w

-M
o
d
e
ra

te
 

M
o
d
e
ra

te
-H

ig
h
 

M
o
d
e
ra

te
-H

ig
h
 

L
o
w

 
M

o
d
e
ra

te
-H

ig
h
 P

o
te

n
-

ti
al

 

S
n

a
g
s 

&
 D

o
w

n
e
d

 W
o

o
d

 R
e
c
ru

it
-

m
e
n

t

(C
o
ar

se
 W

o
o

d
y 

D
e
b
ri

s)
 

W
o
u
ld

 p
ro

d
u
ce

 

gr
e
at

e
st

 a
m

o
u
n
t 

o
f

sn
ag

s 
an

d
 d

o
w

n
e
d

w
o
o
d
 o

ve
r 

a 
1
0
0

ye
ar

 p
e
ri

o
d
 

R
e
la

ti
ve

 t
o
 N

o 
A
ct

io
n
: 

4
0
-7

5
%

 o
f 
sn

ag
s

4
5
-6

0
%

 d
o
w

n
 w

o
o
d

in
 1

0
0
 y

e
ar

 p
e
ri

o
d
 

R
e
la

ti
ve

 t
o
 N

o 
A
ct

io
n
: 

3
5
-7

5
%

 o
f 
sn

ag
s

4
5
-6

0
%

 d
o
w

n
 w

o
o
d

in
 1

0
0
 y

e
ar

 p
e
ri

o
d
 

R
e
la

ti
ve

 t
o
 N

o 
A
ct

io
n
: 

5
0
-8

0
%

 o
f 
sn

ag
s

5
5
-8

0
%

 d
o
w

n
 w

o
o
d

in
 1

0
0
 y

e
ar

 p
e
ri

o
d
 

R
e
la

ti
ve

 t
o
 N

o 
A
ct

io
n
: 

3
0
-5

0
%

 o
f 
sn

ag
s

2
5
-5

0
%

 d
o
w

n
 w

o
o
d
 i
n

1
0
0
 y

e
ar

 p
e
ri

o
d
 

P
as

si
ve

 r
e
cr

u
it
m

e
n
t

o
f 
sn

ag
s 

o
r 

d
o
w

n
e
d
 

w
o
o
d
 

N
o
 a

ct
iv

e
 r

e
cr

u
it
-

m
e
n
t 

(c
re

at
io

n
) 

o
f

sn
ag

s 
o
r 

d
o
w

n
e
d
 

w
o
o
d
 e

x
ce

p
t 

as
 n

e
c-

e
ss

ar
y 

to
 m

e
e
t

N
o
rt

h
w

e
st

 F
o
re

st

P
la

n
 m

in
im

u
m

 r
e
-

N
o
 a

ct
iv

e
 r

e
cr

u
it
-

m
e
n
t 

(c
re

at
io

n
) 

o
f

sn
ag

s 
o
r 

d
o
w

n
e
d
 

w
o
o
d
 e

x
ce

p
t 

as
 n

e
c-

e
ss

ar
y 

to
 m

e
e
t

N
o
rt

h
w

e
st

 F
o
re

st

P
la

n
 m

in
im

u
m

 r
e
-

N
o
 a

ct
iv

e
 r

e
cr

u
it
-

m
e
n
t 

(c
re

at
io

n
) 

o
f

sn
ag

s 
o
r 

d
o
w

n
e
d
 

w
o
o
d
 

N
o
 a

ct
iv

e
 r

e
cr

u
it
m

e
n
t

(c
re

at
io

n
) 

o
f 
sn

ag
s 

o
r

d
o
w

n
e
d
 w

o
o
d
 e

x
ce

p
t

as
 n

e
ce

ss
ar

y 
to

 m
e
e
t

N
o
rt

h
w

e
st

 F
o
re

st

P
la

n
 m

in
im

u
m

 r
e
-

q
u
ir

e
m

e
n
ts

 

P
o

st
-H

a
rv

e
st

 C
a
n

o
p

y
 C

o
v
e
r 

N
o
 h

ar
ve

st

8
0
-9

5
%

 
2
5
-4

5
%

 
2
5
-4

5
%

 
7
0
-7

5
%

 
1
5
-3

5
%

 

N
o

rt
h

e
rn

S
p

o
tt

e
d

 O
w

ls
 

H
a
rv

e
st

 w
it

h
in

 N
e
st

 P
a
tc

h
 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

H
a
rv

e
st

 w
it

h
in

 C
o

re
 A

re
a
 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

5
8
 a

cr
e
s 

5
9
 a

cr
e
s 

1
3
 a

cr
e
s 

3
 a

cr
e
s 

H
a
rv

e
st

 w
it

h
in

 H
o

m
e
 R

a
n

g
e
 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

2
8
5
 a

cr
e
s 

3
0
6
 a

cr
e
s 

1
3
8
 a

cr
e
s 

2
4
2
 a

cr
e
s 

S
u

it
a
b

le
 H

a
b

it
a
t 

R
e
m

o
v
e

d
/M

o
d

if
ie

d
 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

1
5
5
 a

cr
e
s 

1
5
5
 a

cr
e
s 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

1
7
1
 a

cr
e
s 

D
is

p
e
rs

a
l 
H

a
b

it
a
t 

R
e
m

o
v
e

d
/ 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

1
3
0
 a

cr
e
s 

1
5
1
 a

cr
e
s 

1
3
8
 a

cr
e
s 

7
4
 a

cr
e
s 

C
ri

ti
c
a
l 
H

a
b

it
a
t 

M
o

d
if

ie
d

 
0
 a

cr
e
s 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

0
 a

cr
e
s 

0
 a

cr
e
s 



Page 11Public Meeting

Riparian and Aquatic Treatment Information

Overstocked, homogenous spe-

cies composition

Negative trending riparian vege-

tation community due to stand 

stagnation

Minimal stream productivity

Moderate stream incision

Reduced macro invertebrate bi-

omass

Proposed Treatment Area within Riparian Reserves

Diverse species composition

Flourishing hardwood community

Floodplain connectivity

Little fine sediment

Adequate shade and cool stream 

temperatures

Connectivity between aquatic 

and terrestrial ecosystems

Characteristics of Areas Reserved from Treatment

 

 

 

 

  

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

  

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

  
 

 

 

  

 

 

  
 

 

  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

     

 

  

 

  

   

 

   

  

   

 

 

   

  

  

  

 

 

    

   

 

R
o
s
e
b
u
r
g
 B

L
M

 S
e
c
r
e
ta

r
ia

l 
P
il
o
t 

P
r
o
je

c
t


C
o

m
p

ar
is

o
n

 o
f 

th
e 

K
ey

 P
ro

je
ct

 F
ea

tu
re

s 
an

d
 E

ff
ec

ts
 o

f 
th

e 
A

lt
er

n
at

iv
es

 (
C

o
n

t.
)


K
ey

 F
in

d
in

g/
E

ff
ec

t 
A

lt
e
rn

a
ti

v
e

1
 

A
lt

e
rn

a
ti

v
e

2
A

 

A
lt

e
rn

a
ti

v
e

2
B

 

R
e
fe

re
n

c
e

A
n

a
ly

si
s 

1
 

R
e
fe

re
n

c
e

A
n

a
ly

si
s 

2
 

H
y
d

ro
lo

g
y
,

A
q

u
a
ti

c

H
a
b

it
a
t 

&

F
is

h
e
ri

e
s 

N
o

-h
a
rv

e
st

  
S

tr
e

a
m

 B
u

ff
e

r 
W

id
th

s 
N

/A
 

1
6
0
’-
1
8
0
’ 
-

n
o
n
-f

is
h
 

b
e
ar

in
g

3
2
0
’-
3
6
0
’ 
-

fi
sh

-b
e
ar

in
g 

Sa
m

e
 a

s 
2
A

 e
x
ce

p
t 

fo
r

u
n
it
s 

1
7
A

, 
B

, 
C

:

3
5
’ 
in
te
rm
it
te
n
t

6
0
’p
e
re
n
n
ia
l/
fi
sh

-

3
5
’ 
in
te
rm
it
te
n
t

6
0
’ 
p
e
re
n
n
ia
l/
fi
sh

-

b
e
ar

in
g 

1
6
0
’-
1
8
0
’ 
-

n
o
n
-f

is
h
 

b
e
ar

in
g

3
2
0
’-
3
6
0
’ 
-

fi
sh

-b
e
ar

in
g 

E
q

u
iv

a
le

n
t 

C
le

a
rc

u
t 

A
re

a
 

1
.3

-1
7
.7

%
 

1
.5

-1
8
.0

%
 

1
.5

-1
8
.0

%
 

1
.3

-1
7
.7

%
 

1
.5

-1
6
.5

%
 

N
e
t 

R
o

a
d

e
d

 A
re

a
 w

it
h

in
 P

ro
je

c
t

A
re

a
 (

p
e
ak

 f
lo

w
 r

e
sp

o
n
se

 d
e
te

ct
ab

le
 w

h
e
n

>
 1

2
%

) 

3
.4

3
%

 
3
.4

3
%

 
3
.4

3
%

 
3
.4

3
%

 
3
.4

3
%

 

S
tr

e
a
m

 T
e
m

p
e
ra

tu
re

 
St

re
am

 t
e
m

p
e
ra

tu
re

 r
e
gi

m
e
s 

w
o
u
ld

 r
e
m

ai
n
 u

n
ch

an
ge

d
 u

n
d
e
r 

al
l 
al

te
rn

at
iv

e
s 

an
d
 r

e
fe

re
n
ce

 a
n
al

ys
e
s

S
e
d

im
e
n

t 
R

e
g
im

e
 

Se
d
im

e
n
t 

co
n
tr

ib
u
ti
o
n
s 

d
ir

e
ct

ly
 e

n
te

ri
n
g 

St
ac

e
y 

G
u
lc

h
 w

o
u
ld

 c
o
n
ti
n
u
e
 

u
n
ch

e
ck

e
d
 

C
h
ro

n
ic

 s
e
d
im

e
n
t 

co
n
tr

ib
u
ti
o
n
s 

w
o
u
ld

 b
e
 e

lim
in

at
e
d
 f
ro

m
 w

it
h
in

 t
h
e
 s

co
p
e
 

o
f 
th

e
 p

ro
je

ct
 a

n
d
 t

h
e
 s

e
d
im

e
n
t 

re
gi

m
e
 w

o
u
ld

 b
e
 m

e
as

u
ra

b
ly

 r
e
d
u
ce

d
 b

y 

ro
ad

 r
e
n
o
va

ti
o
n
. 

Se
d
im

e
n
t 

co
n
tr

ib
u
ti
o
n
s 

d
ir

e
ct

ly
 e

n
te

ri
n
g 

St
ac

e
y 

G
u
lc

h
 w

o
u
ld

 c
o
n
ti
n
u
e
 

u
n
ch

e
ck

e
d
 

F
is

h
 P

o
p

u
la

ti
o

n
s 

D
ir

e
ct

 i
m

p
ac

ts
 t

o
 f
is

h

p
o
p
u
la

ti
o
n
s 

an
d
 h

ab
it
at

 

w
o
u
ld

 c
o
n
ti
n
u
e
 a

s 
a 

re
su

lt
 o

f 
ch

ro
n
ic

 s
e
d
i-

m
e
n
t 

co
n
tr

ib
u
ti
o
n
s 

e
n
te

ri
n
g 

in
to

 
B

u
ck

F
o
rk

 a
n
d
 S

ta
cy

 G
u
lc

h
 

C
h
ro

n
ic

 d
ir

e
ct

 i
m

p
ac

ts
 t

o
 f
is

h
 p

o
p
u
la

ti
o
n
s 

an
d
 h

ab
it
at

 w
o
u
ld

 b
e
 r

e
d
u
ce

d
 o

r

e
lim

in
at

e
d
 o

ve
r 

th
e
 l
o
n
g 

te
rm

, 
d
u
e
 t

o
 r

e
d
u
ct

io
n
s 

in
 s

e
d
im

e
n
t 

an
d
 t

u
rb

id
it
y 

re
su

lt
in

g 
fr

o
m

 r
o
ad

 r
e
n
o
va

ti
o
n
s.

 

D
ir

e
ct

 i
m

p
ac

ts
 t

o
 f
is

h

p
o
p
u
la

ti
o
n
s 

an
d
 h

ab
it
at

 

w
o
u
ld

 c
o
n
ti
n
u
e
 a

s 
a 

re
su

lt
 o

f 
ch

ro
n
ic

 s
e
d
i-

m
e
n
t 

co
n
tr

ib
u
ti
o
n
s 

e
n
te

ri
n
g 

in
to

 
B

u
ck

F
o
rk

 a
n
d
 S

ta
cy

 G
u
lc

h

C
a
rb

o
n

(t
o
n
n
e
s)

 

C
h

a
n

g
e
 a

t 
H

a
rv

e
st

 T
im

e
 

N
o
 h

ar
ve

st
 

-4
,7

5
6
 

-4
,8

7
0
 

-6
5
2
 

-4
,7

1
4
 

S
to

ra
g
e

 i
n

 5
0
 y

e
a
rs

 f
ro

m
 p

re
se

n
t 

1
4
2
,9

8
6
 

9
3
,2

9
2
 

9
1
,2

5
0
 

1
3
1
,5

2
1
 

1
0
8
,1

3
1
 

F
o
o
tn

o
te

s:
1
 av

e
ra

ge
 l
o

gg
in

g 
co

st
 i
s 

w
e
ig

h
te

d
 b

y 
p
ro

p
o
rt

io
n
 o

f 
th

e
 t

w
o
 y

ar
d
in

g 
sy

st
e
m

s.
2
 U

n
co

n
st

ra
in

ed
 a

cc
ou

n
ti
n
g 
—
 a

ll 
ac

re
s 

w
it
h
in

 a
 p

ro
p
o
se

d
 u

n
it

 r
e
se

rv
e
d
 f
ro

m
 h

ar
ve

st
 a

re
 c

o
n
si

d
e
re

d
 c

re
d
it
ab

le
 t

o
w

ar
d
 a

ch
ie

ve
m

e
n
t 

o
f 
th

e
 a

lt
e
rn

at
iv

e
's

 r
e
te

n
ti
o
n
 g

o
al

s,
 r

e
ga

rd
-

le
ss

 o
f 
la

n
d
 u

se
 a

llo
ca

ti
o
n
 d

e
si

gn
at

io
n
.

3
 C

on
st

ra
in

ed
 A

cc
ou

n
ti
n
g 
—
 

ac
re

s 
w

it
h
in

 a
 p

ro
p
o
se

d
 u

n
it
 r

e
se

rv
e
d
 f
ro

m
 h

ar
ve

st
 a

re
 c

o
n
si

d
e
re

d
 c

re
d
it
ab

le
 t

o
w

ar
d
 a

ch
ie

ve
m

e
n
t 

o
f 
th

e
 a

lt
e
rn

at
iv

e
's

 r
e
te

n
ti

o
n
 g

o
al

s,
 b

as
e
d
 o

n

th
e
 r

u
le

s 
o
f 
th

e
 a

lt
e
rn

at
iv

e
. 
 A

lt
e
rn

at
iv

e
s 

2
A

 a
n
d
 2

B
 p

la
ce

 a
 l
im

it
 o

n
 t

h
e
 p

ro
p
o
rt

io
n
 o

f 
ac

re
s 

th
at

 a
re

 c
re

d
it
ab

le
 r

e
se

rv
e
 a

c
re

s 
lo

ca
te

d
 w

it
h
in

 t
h
e
 R

ip
ar

ia
n
 R

e
se

rv
e
s 

la
n
d
 u

se

al
lo

ca
ti
o
n
. 

R
e
fe

re
n
ce

 A
n
al

ys
is

 2
 r

e
co

gn
iz

e
s 

o
n
ly

 t
h
o
se

 r
e
se

rv
e
 a

cr
e
s 

lo
ca

te
d
 o

u
ts

id
e
 t

h
e
 R

ip
ar

ia
n
 R

e
se

rv
e
s 

la
n
d
 u

se
 a

llo
ca

ti
o
n
. 



Page 10 Roseburg Secretarial Pilot Project - EA Summary

Alternatives 2A and 2B (Cont)

         

 
 

 

     

  

 

       

 

   

   

   

      

      

      

    

      

    

 

     

       

    

   

   

   

   

   

  

  

   

   

 

  

  

   

     

    

  

Public Meeting Page 7 

Red Tree Vole - Non-High Priority Site Designation 

Northern Spotted Owl Recovery Plan Consistency 

Unit 28-3-25A met habitat criteria for red tree vole 

(RTV) surveys under Survey and Manage. 

Transect surveys followed by intensive ground sur-

veys identified 66 potential nest trees. 

An interested citizen group, the Northwest Ecosys-

tem Survey Team, also climbed trees in the unit, re-

porting 22 additional potential nest trees. 

The BLM has pursued the non-high priority site des-

ignation for portions of the unit, proposing retained 

areas of the unit to protect 59 of 88 potential nest 

trees and maintain connectivity to adjoining potential 

habitat. 

The non-high priority site designation analysis has 

been reviewed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 

Forest Service, and BLM, and these agencies have 

concurred with the findings and designation. 

A complete analysis is located in Appendix C to the 

project Environmental Analysis. 

Applies principles of ecological forestry 

Emulates natural disturbance processes 

Promotes forest variability within patch-

es on localized scale 

Restores lost species and structural di-

versity, particularly early seral ecosys-

tems 

Preserves complex habitats and valuable 

habitat features 

Balances conservation of northern spot-

ted owl sites with restoration of high 

quality early seral habitat, both of which 

are recommended by the Recovery plan. 
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     Page 8 Roseburg Secretarial Pilot Project EA Summary 

Alternative 2A 
Franklin & Johnson Variable-retention Regeneration Harvest 

Alternative 2B 
Franklin & Johnson Variable-retention Regeneration Harvest + Riparian Thinning 

The maps found on page 8-11 provide information about Alternatives 2A and 2B. Information about 

the proposed riparian treatments is located on page 10 on the Alternative 2B map. Riparian treat-

ments are only proposed in Section 17. 

Examples of Proposed Treatment 
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Northern Spotted Owl Recovery Plan Consistency

Unit 28-3-25A met habitat criteria for red tree vole

(RTV) surveys under Survey and Manage.

Transect surveys followed by intensive ground sur-

veys identified 66 potential nest trees.

An interested citizen group, the Northwest Ecosys-

tem Survey Team, also climbed trees in the unit, re-

porting 22 additional potential nest trees.

The BLM has pursued the non-high priority site des-

ignation for portions of the unit, proposing retained 

areas of the unit to protect 59 of 88 potential nest

trees and maintain connectivity to adjoining potential

habitat.

The non-high priority site designation analysis has

been reviewed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,

Forest Service, and BLM, and these agencies have

concurred with the findings and designation.

A complete analysis is located in Appendix C to the 

project Environmental Analysis.

Applies principles of ecological forestry

Emulates natural disturbance processes

Promotes forest variability within patch-

es on localized scale

Restores lost species and structural di-

versity, particularly early seral ecosys-

tems

Preserves complex habitats and valuable

habitat features

Balances conservation of northern spot-

ted owl sites with restoration of high

quality early seral habitat, both of which

are recommended by the Recovery plan.
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Riparian and Aquatic Treatment Information
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Proposed Treatment Area within Riparian Reserves 

Characteristics of Areas Reserved from Treatment 

Overstocked, homogenous spe-

cies composition 

Negative trending riparian vege-

tation community due to stand 

stagnation 

Minimal stream productivity 

Moderate stream incision 

Reduced macro invertebrate bi-

omass 

Diverse  species  composition  

Flourishing  hardwood community

Floodplain  connectivity  

 

Little  fine sediment  

Adequate shade and cool stream 

temperatures 

Connectivity between aquatic 

and terrestrial ecosystems 
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Page 12 Roseburg Secretarial Pilot Project EA Summary 

Reference Analysis 1 
Northwest Forest Plan Thinning (Upland & Riparian) 

Northwest Forest Plan Thinning Examples 

Light Thinning Un-thinned Moderate Thinning 
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Public Meeting Page 3

Throughout the EA process 

the Roseburg District was 

asked to provide information

on the economic viability and 

efficiency of the proposed al-

ternatives in the Pilot Project.

The following tables provide 

data on the amount of the

proposed project area available 

for winter logging, a compari-

son of harvest volume and 

acres between alternatives and 

the average per-acre harvest 

volume and cost.

Economic Considerations

      -   

 
 

 

   

 

     

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

Page 14 Roseburg Secretarial Pilot Project EA Summary 

Reference Analysis 2 
Northwest Forest Plan Variable-retention Regeneration Harvest 

NWFP Variable-retention Regeneration Harvest Examples 



Page 2 Roseburg Secretarial Pilot Project - EA Summary

The planting densities represent a compromise between two divergent goals:

To ensure that we meet the minimum reforestation requirements of our Resource Man-

agement Plan,

To allow high quality early seral

vegetation to persist for 20 to 30

years.

If natural regeneration is high, thinning 

may be necessary to prevent the can-

opy from closing and shading out the

desired early seral species before the

20 to 30 year target period.

Striking a Balance Between Two Divergent Goals

Purpose and Need - Early Seral Habitat Development

As requested by the Secretary of Interior Drs. Norm Johnson 

and Jerry Franklin chose a Moist Forest type on the Roseburg 

District to demonstrate their management principles.  They 

provide the following rationale for the demonstration:

Following stand replacement fires, “Moist Forest sites 

typically experienced an extended, open, pre-forest 

stage,” which “exhibits high biodiversity.”  The har-

vest in the proposed pilot “attempts to create that 

stage as the initial step in a management regime that will include mixed-age, mixed 

species stands managed for multiple economic…and ecological values.”

The specific purposes of the project are to:

Conduct variable retention harvest designed to create complex, early-successional habitat that will

function for up to 30 years.

Design the sale with participation of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife for the purpose of applying Recovery 

Actions from the Northern Spotted Owl Recovery Plan.

Conduct forest management activities to produce a sustained yield of timber for manufacturing to 

support local and regional economic activity. 
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Roseburg Pilot Information

Key Facts:*

Treatment Area - 285 acres

Retention - 41%

Road Renovation - 7.43 miles 

New Road  

Construction - 1.2 miles

Road  

Decommissioned  - 1.98 miles 

Estimated Harvest

Volume - 10.5 mmbf 

Avg Diameter Range

10 to 20 inches

Age Range

42 to 108 yrs old

*Alternative 2A

April 12, 2012Public Meeting

Roseburg Secretarial Pilot 

Project - EA Summary

Special points of 

interest:

Full staff engagement

with Drs. Franklin and 

Johnson.

Full engagement with 

interested publics.

Front-end design work

with US Fish and 

Wildlife Service.

Incorporation of 
Northwest Forest Plan 

Standards and Guides.

Application of Survey 

& Manage Standards & 

Guides.

The Roseburg Pilot Project was intended to 

fulfill the Secretary of the Interior's direction to

apply the principles of ecological restoration, as

developed by Drs. Norm Johnson and Jerry

Franklin, on BLM lands within the Roseburg

District. 

The project included the elements of active

management proposed by the US Fish and

Wildlife Service for the recovery of the north-

ern spotted owl. 

The following pages detail some of the infor-

mation gathered through the Environmental

Assessment process. Detailed information is 

provided on Alternatives developed and criteria 

analyzed. 
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Roseburg District Bureau of Land Management 

-

s 

Siskiyou Wildlands Center, Oregon Wild, 

Myrtle Creek Rural Community Partnership, and other individual members 

of the public.  Informal Discussions were  also held with the Oregon Depart-

ment of Fish and Wildlife.  

The comments received ranged in their applicability to this analysis and fell 

into the following  general categories:  

 

Comments that influenced the analysis.  In particular, the topics of reforesta-

tion, timber sale economics, and riparian treatments received attention.  

Comments that are routinely  addressed in environmental assessments for  

timber management activities.  

Comments that are broad and outside the purpose and need of this project.  

For example, many comments asked that ecological and economic issues be  

addressed at a broad landscape scale.  This project is too small to lend itself  

to this sort of analysis, which is best addressed in a broad land management 

planning effort.  

Comments that challenge the concepts put forth by Johnson and Franklin.  

While debate about these principles is on-going, Franklin and Johnson are  

recognized experts in this field and, as is stated in Chapter 1, Section 1 of  

this document, were  asked by the Secretary of Interior to demonstrate their 

concepts.   

 

Responses to the comments are contained in Appendix G  - Scoping Summary 

of the Environmental Assessment.  

Public Engagement  

The Roseburg District BLM provided a 30-

day  formal scoping period for public com-

ment on the proposal between June 15 and 

July 15, 2011.   

 

Scoping comments were  received from the  

Cow Creek Band of Umpqua  Indians, Asso

ciation of O&C Counties, Rocky Mountain 

Elk Foundation, American Forest Resource

Council, Oregon Society  of American For-

esters, Association of Oregon Loggers, 

Douglas Forest Protective Association, 

Umpqua National Forest, Pacific Rivers 

Council, Cascadia Wildlands and Klamath 
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