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September 6, 2019 

Ruth D’Amico 
Attn: Danika Carlson 
Salmon/Scott Ranger District 
11263 North Hwy 3 
Fort Jones, CA 96032 
Danika.carlson@usda.gov 

RE: Bear Country Project Scoping 

Dear Danika and the Bear Country Project Planning Team, 

Please accept these comments from the Salmon River Restoration Council, and from Western Klamath 
Restoration Partnership co-lead Karuna Greenberg. 

The purpose and need for this project is to: 
Enhance opportunities for community protection and firefighter and public safety: 

o Reduce wildfire threats to communities.
o Ensure safe ingress and egress travel routes.
o Establish strategic control features for long-term fire management.

Protect, promote, and enhance a diversity of seral stages and habitat types throughout the project area: 
o Protect high value northern spotted owl habitat from threats of wildfire.
o Maintain and improve the condition of existing late-successional habitat.
o Promote forest health and resilience.
o Restore beneficial fire effects to fire adapted ecosystems.

Complement and enhance previously planned treatments within adjacent project areas to provide for 
continuity and effectiveness of landscape scale strategic fuel breaks. 

Collaboration and planning process: 

We appreciate the collaborative intent of the current Bear Country Planning team, and their willingness to 
respond to community desire to allow more space for community input. While we feel that the intent of the 
project ID team leads and line officers to increase community input and involvement in the project is genuine 
and comes from a desire to both make the project better and respond to the obvious desire from the 
community to be involved in this project, it falls far short of true collaboration. 

Salmon River Restoration Council 
PO Box 1089♦25631 Sawyers  Bar Rd ♦  Sawyers  Bar,  CA  96027 

Email :   info@srrc.org ♦  webpage:   www.srrc.org 
Phone:  (530) 462-4665   ♦    fax :  (530)462-4664 
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When we first heard about this potential project at least three years ago, from the then district ranger Ted Mc 
Arthur, we immediately expressed interest in this landscape and project being a collaborative WKRP project. 
We were told at that time that this project needed to be fast tracked and that there just simply wasn’t time 
for collaboration. The argument that there is no time for collaboration is particularly hard to accept in this 
landscape as WKRP engaged with the Yellow Jacket Ridge Project for several years, before it was dropped 
from planning by the KNF, and then waited for two years for the Bear Country Project to really get going. This 
two year period could have been spent investing in WKRP engagement in collaboratively developing this 
project from the very beginning. And we believe would result in a more beneficial project with larger buy in 
overall. 

We believe that there is still time to make this project a truly collaborative WKRP project. Limited funding for 
basic GIS analysis and partner specialist input from the KNF to partners would allow for more robust 
collaborative engagement and a better end product. There are many benefits to making this a collaborative 
project. One of these is that the collaborative can bring more resources and perspective to the project 
resulting in a stronger and more broadly supported project. It builds trust and buy in from local communities 
and brings place based knowledge to the project. Partners can also bring extensive amounts of funds to 
support the service work and restoration aspects of the project through multiple sources including CFLRP, 
NFWF, Joint Chiefs, CALFIRE Forest Health and others. As an example, WKRP has already brought in over 
$9,000 million towards fuels reduction and implementation of treatments within and directly around the 
Somes Bar Integrated Fire Management Project. 

We also appreciate the effort of the leadership on this project to get specialists and community members out 
into the field discussing the real issues in putting together a landscape scale project in this area.  We feel that 
there has been a genuine effort to try to get specialists and the public at large to step out of their habituated 
roles and ask important questions such as, what is truly needed on this landscape to create resiliency?, how to 
do we protect and enhance what is important to us?, how do we make this landscape more fire resilient?, 
etc… This is a change from how we have seen most other USFS forestry projects on the Salmon River and we 
feel that it is a better approach for initiating a project and actually meeting the purpose and need. However, it 
is clear that initial project units, which have remained the project unit boundaries with a few additions, were 
based off an analysis of merchantable timber in the planning area first and foremost. This is not an advisable 
starting point for a project whose stated purpose and need are to: 

Enhance opportunities for community protection and firefighter and public safety; Protect, promote, 
and enhance a diversity of seral stages and habitat types throughout the project area; and 
Complement and enhance previously planned treatments within adjacent project areas to provide for 
continuity and effectiveness of landscape scale strategic fuel breaks. 

Trying to use a more holistic approach to planning while still working off of a map created with timber 
production as the driver is ill advised, and unlikely to result in the goals of forest resiliency and community 
safety of the purpose and need. It also makes it hard for ID team specialist to take a more holistic approach to 
coming up with treatments that are beneficial on the landscape. 

In general, starting from a holistic perspective of fire process on this particular landscape, and designing 
treatments that allow for the safe reintroduction of fire helps identify where key treatments are needed. This 
project has identified strategic landscape level fuelbreaks that tie into recent (or proposed but not yet 
completed) projects and will provide options for wildfire management. However, the project as proposed 
misses key opportunities for expanded use of prescribed fire to increase the percentage of the landscape that 
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receives beneficial fire. And according to the map provided, it continues to focus treatments on areas that 
have the most potential timber volume. 

While we recognize that the forest has timber targets that it needs to meet, this project should not be guided 
by timber outputs as funding is available for landscape level treatments through multiple sources including 
CFLRP, NFWF, Joint Chiefs, CALFIRE Forest Health and others. We believe that there are many areas within the 
~40,000 acre project scope that would benefit from treatments that include removal of merchantable timber 
as a true restoration byproduct, we don’t think timber production should guide the location or prescriptions 
proposed in this project. Instead, to meet the purpose and need of the project, the planning should be based 
on holistically addressing the needs for restoring healthy fire process and function, protecting communities, 
allowing for safe and effective management of wildfires, protecting critically important remaining old growth 
and NSO cores, and restoring oak woodlands and diverse forest assemblages. 

Project treatments should focus on:  

o Creating strategic fuelbreaks along collaboratively identified fireshed boundaries, around private 
inholdings, and along critical access and egress routes.  

o Thinning in plantations that do not require extensive temporary new road construction.  
o Creating large scale prescribed burn units similar to the Eddy LSR that restore fire process at the 

watershed scale. If needed these units could be broken into smaller sub-units to reduce risks 
associated with burn implementation. Large patches of the Bear Country planning area have relatively 
light fuels after two major wildfires and could receive larger scale prescribed burns with reduced risk 
of escape (e.g. the areas between the 39 road and Black Bear Creek).  

o Restoration of oak woodlands (especially black oak woodlands) and mixed conifer hardwood forests 
where they were traditionally located on the landscape pre-fire suppression, and in areas where 
current climate change predictions indicate they are more suited for site conditions. 

o Incorporation of defensible space treatments on private inholdings*.  
o Restoring meadows in areas where meadows persist as well as areas that were historically meadow 

habitat. 
o Coordination with ongoing instream restoration treatments to analyze potential projects in the 

planning area, as well as provide whole trees from mechanical treatments for utilization in these 
instream projects.  

We feel confident that if the forest chooses to take a collaborative approach and orient this project 
around these treatment priorities there will still be substantial commercial restoration byproducts that 
result from the project. 

*One very successful element of the WKRP Somes Bar Integrated Fire Management Project was the 
recognition that an all lands approach was necessary to achieve the goals of the project and create the level of 
community safety needed for the landscape. As the result the Six Rivers National Forest was willing to work 
with the partnership on a Private Lands Fuels Treatment Project CE (document attached). This allowed 
landowners to opt in to have NEPA completed for fuels reduction work on their property, which could then be 
funded through grants and completed by partner organizations. This act of good will and recognition of the 
need to treat across ownership boundaries built the social license to plan and conduct prescribed fire around 
and onto private lands.  
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It is too early for us to tell how this project will turn out. There are a lot of good elements in this project so far 
that we really support. We also see ways in which these elements could be improved. 

Defensible space and community protection: 

We support community protection from wildfires through fuels reduction around private in-holdings, along 
with fuels reduction along critical ingress and egress routes (so residents and firefighters can get in and out 
safely), and along strategic ridges and roads for fire management. As outlined in the current map, the 
protections around private inholdings are woefully inadequate. The Salmon River CWPP call for 500 foot 
buffers of fuels reduction around private and tribal lands. While we recognize that for optimal safety these 
lines would be best drawn to defensible features and distances needed to moderate fire behavior, which could 
be more or less than 500 feet in any given location, the “Reduce Wildfire Threats to Communities” polygons 
on the current maps as well as those proposed on earlier versions are too small to be very effective at 
protecting private property and assets from wildfires. Treatment zones around private lands should err on the 
side being overly ambitious in the analysis stage, even if only a portion of these treatments can be initially 
treated. These WUI zones are areas where other organizations, such as local non-profits, can get grants to 
fund and complete treatments if they are included in the NEPA. Multiple properties within the project scope 
don’t show any WUI treatments at all. We imagine this is based on them not being field verified yet, but it is 
hard to explain to landowners why one parcel deserves treatment and protection while another does not. 
Additionally, many inholding have critical infrastructure that reaches out beyond their private property such as 
water lines. Fuels reduction to project these systems could be critical for private lands protection during 
wildfire events. 

Private inholdings within the project scope are some of the highest risk private lands within the Salmon River 
watershed and are designated as such in the Salmon River CWPP. More homes have been lost due to wildfire 
in Bear Country over the past 40 years than the rest of the watershed combined. Almost all of these losses 
have been from fires that originated on USFS managed lands. This is not a landscape to skimp on reducing 
wildfire threats to communities, neighborhoods and inholdings. In light of this, total of 308 acres of treatment 
around private lands is bordering on insulting. Some of the properties with the highest fire risk don’t show any 
fuels reduction treatments around them, some only show prescribed fire but not pretreatment. We recognize 
that additional treatments areas are likely to be added, but even the ones that have been field verified and 
added do not extend to important control features on the landscape, nor do they extend far enough to 
adequately moderate fire behavior before reaching the property. 

Private properties in their entirety, not just homes and buildings should be treated as if they are the important 
assets that they are. The value of private land is not limited to the houses that are constructed on them. 

Upgrade of ingress and egress routes, many of which are in very poor condition: 

Many of the roads within the Project area are designated at critical ingress and egress routes in the Salmon 
River CWPP.  The current condition of many of these roads are very poor. The 39n30 road is very likely the 
most used USFS road within the district and yet it is in near to the worst condition. Thirteen years lapsed 
between the last two maintenance intervals for this road and we are now getting close to that amount of time 
with not maintenance. The 39 road is the main arterial road through the Bear Country landscape and beyond, 
connecting Forks of Salmon to the Upper South Fork and many other important roads including to Sawyers Bar 
and Cecilville. There are places along the 39 road where brush encroaches well into the roadway making it 
difficult to drive through without scratching your vehicle on at least one side. These access and ingress routes 
are critical for the safety of those that reside within this landscape, fire fighters safely addressing active 
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wildfires, and as alternative routes in the relatively frequent events that our main Salmon River roads are 
closed due to landslides, rocks, and wildfires.  

Additionally many of the roads in this landscape have undersized and undermaintained culverts leading to 
increased roadbed issues. We are happy to see that these sites are identified as legacy sites in the project and 
would advocate for them being upgraded.   

The 39N27 Lewis Memorial Road is also a critical ingress/egress route identified in the Salmon River CWPP. 
This is the fasted route to the North Fork for residents from Godfrey Ranch and would likely be use if a fire was 
moving up from the south or southwest. This should be added to the ingress/egress routes and provided 
adequate roadside and roadbed treatments. 

We are glad to see that these access/egress routes are included in this project as important areas for 
treatment. We feel strongly that the treatments along these roads need to include far more than just fuels 
reduction along their edges. We suggest that fuels treatments along these roads be analyzed for 300 feet on 
either side of the road, even if they are mid-slope roads. This allows for reasonable flexibility as there are 
areas where at least 300 feet would be needed for safety and other areas where less in likely needed. The 
roadbed of many of these roads, particularly the 39N30, 39N67, and 39 roads, are very hard to safely drive do 
to the poor condition of the road bed. Over the past several years the 39N30 road where it passes through 
Godfrey Ranch has degraded to point of landowners being called on to pull through traffic out of deep mud 
pits and place rock in the road for basic access. There are several places where high waters and plugged 
culverts have lead the roadbed to be badly eroded. 

Strategic fuel breaks: 

Strategic fuels reduction and creation of shaded fuels breaks along strategic ridgelines and roads to assist with 
fire management during wildfires and assist in the safe administration of prescribed fire at favorable times 
before wildfire events. We support the effort that has gone into identifying strategic fuels breaks on this 
landscape. We would like to continue to work with the project team to refine them. 

Meadow Restoration:  

We support meadow restoration in meadows that have been encroached by conifer trees over the past 100+ 
years of fire suppression, planted into plantations, and overgrazed by livestock and horses. Meadows are very 
important biodiversity hotspots in the landscape. They are very important for snowpack and water storage 
and as sources for cold water for fish bearing streams. They are also ecosystems that are disappearing and 
being degraded at an alarming rate throughout the west.  

Given their ecological importance, meadow systems within the planning area should be assessed for 
restoration and included in the project. While we support conifer encroachment removal in and around 
meadows, we encourage the team to look into ways that do not impact the meadow environment through 
compaction and moving equipment through the meadows themselves. Some areas mechanical tree removal 
will be possible, but in other areas girdling and manual tree removal should be considered. 

Additional meadow restoration treatments should be included in the analysis. For example, many of the 
meadows within the project scope are chronically over grazed. Within these meadow systems fencing of the 
most valuable meadows should be included.  

SRRC is planning on including the Frisco Lou meadow system, off the 39N27 road between Blue Ridge and 
Godfrey in a larger meadow assessment grant. It would be great to align this project and the grant so that we 
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could monitor the effect of the proposed treatments on the meadow and the amount of water coming out of 
it during base flow months. 

Plantations:  

We support treatment of plantations on the landscape without building new roads. Many plantations in this 
landscape represent some of the greatest fire risk to the landscape, adjacent forests and private lands.  Most 
plantations on the landscape are badly in need of thinning to be more resilient to future fires and healthier in 
general. They are also, for the most part, ecological dead zones. It is very important to increase species 
diversity within plantations by favoring hardwoods, sugar pines, cedar, and anything other than ponderosa 
pine. To make this treatment effective it is important to reduce the size limit needed to keep favored species. 
In some of the plantations treated near Blue Ridge and other areas on the landscape, even though hardwoods 
were favored, many healthy oaks were removed in favor of larger pines or firs because they didn’t meet the 
DBH requirement to be a save tree. Oak, especially black and white oaks, as well as other hardwoods will 
respond very well to reduced competition and shading and grow quickly after they are release. The current 
prescription used in other projects isn’t fully meeting the desire to increase diversity in these plantations. 

There are several areas within this project scope where plantations were created in previously dry or 
marginally wet meadow systems. We would encourage the removal of these plantations or at the very least 
very wide spacing that favors non-conifer species. 

Oaks:  

As mentioned multiple times, we strongly encourage treatments that favor restoring black and white oak 
woodlands, a severely diminishing and critically important component of our landscape. We would like to help 
get certain areas of the landscape designated as black oak restoration zones that would be managed to bring 
back this important species assemblage that is so important to wildlife, diversity and landscape resiliency. 
After the 1977 and 1987 wildfires, the black oaks came back from their depressed states with great vigor and 
health. In areas on private lands where natural regeneration was allowed and plantations were put in, 
beautiful and healthy black oak woodlands are returning and feeding a myriad of animal species. Where 
landowners have made small efforts to thin out the oak clumps and conduct fuels reduction these oaks are 
even bigger and more impressive. There are bands of geographic areas within the Bear Country landscape 
where black oaks are particularly abundant and should be encouraged to return to the healthy, diverse wildlife 
habitats that they once were. It is obvious when you look at this landscape that indigenous peoples, likely the 
Konimihu, actively managed the land for Black Oak acorn production. Some of the larger black oaks on the 
Salmon River are located at Blue Ridge Ranch. Flat terraces and meadows within this landscape are 
surrounded by black oaks fighting to come back in post fire landscapes or dying off in conifer encroached 
stands. These indicators could be used to find mid mature conifer stands that could be thinned to bring back 
black oaks where appropriate. 

Sugar Pines:  

Sugars pines were once a much more abundant and even dominant species within areas of this landscape and 
should be promoted wherever possible regardless of their size. 

Prescribed fire:  

SRRC is very supportive of prescribed fire in favorable locations around neighborhoods and on the landscape, 
which is much needed to return more natural fire regimes, increase safety, and give more positive options for 
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managers during wildfire events. For an ~40,000 acre project, 1,768 acres prescribed fire to restore beneficial 
fire effects and create fire adapted ecosystems is woefully inadequate. This project needs to analyze much 
larger areas for prescribed burning to meet the two first elements of the purpose and need:  

Enhance opportunities for community protection and firefighter and public safety: 
o Reduce wildfire threats to communities. 
o Ensure safe ingress and egress travel routes. 
o Establish strategic control features for long-term fire management. 
 

Protect, promote, and enhance a diversity of seral stages and habitat types throughout the project 
area: 

o Protect high value northern spotted owl habitat from threats of wildfire. 
o Maintain and improve the condition of existing late-successional habitat. 
o Promote forest health and resilience. 
o Restore beneficial fire effects to fire adapted ecosystems. 

 

There are many opportunities within this landscape for larger scale and additional prescribed fire. Proposed 
strategic ridge fuelbreaks down to midslope roads or other holding features should be analyzed for prescribed 
fire. There are also extensive areas within the scope where fuel conditions would be conducive to large 
landscape level prescribed fires, such as the forests to the north and east of Black Bear Ranch.  

This is another area where all feasible areas should be analyzed, rather than including a very conservative 
estimate, makes sense. This doesn’t mean that all of the units need to be burned, and this can be made 
explicit in the document, but analyzing it gives managers optimal flexibility for using prescribed fire when the 
right conditions arise. We need to be ramping up our use of prescribed fire not reducing it if we are ever going 
to get ahead of this cycle of increasing scale of individual wildfires and increasing patch size of high severity 
fire on the landscape.  

There are many landowners within this project scope who are very supportive of prescribed fire. In addition 
there is a desire among multiple landowners to use prescribed fire as a fuels reduction and landscape 
maintenance tool to become more fire adapted. However, in many cases the most logical place to start or end 
a prescribed fire fall off the private property on federally managed lands. These are areas where it is in 
everyone’s best interest to use an all lands approach. With collaborative burning agreements in place and 
TREX and other collaborative burning opportunities in the area, we should be designing our projects around 
private lands to allow to cross boundary burns where is makes sense. This is another reason why conducting a 
private lands CE would be mutually beneficial for the USFS and the community. 

Instream restoration and legacy sites: 

SRRC suggests that Matthews Creek watershed and the river reach surrounding the creek mouth be evaluated 
through this planning process as a legacy site for treatments to enhance water quality and quantity, fisheries 
habitat, and riparian conditions. Such treatments should include the attached draft conceptual plans 
developed by SRRC and Stillwater Sciences (2019) to enhance the river reach just downriver of Matthews 
Creek. Other potential enhancements to the watershed could include, but are not limited to, improving fish 
passage at the mouth of Matthews Creek, sediment issues caused by the Forest Service road system, road 
crossings of the drainage system, road improvements, water quality and quantity, riparian enhancement, and 
fisheries habitat improvement. Degradation of water quality and quantity, fisheries habitat, and riparian 
conditions in the Matthews Creek and other drainages resulting from past Forest Service land uses (legacy 
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sites) should be a priority component of this planning process. SRRC and its partners would appreciate 
developing and evaluating this legacy site further in collaboration with the Forest Service as this planning 
process develops. (See concept designs attached) 

 
SRRC is very supportive of the proposal to push trees over to maintain rootwads for use in habitat restoration 
projects. Whole trees and cut trees with rootwads are an essential component of instream 
restoration treatments throughout the Salmon River. Maintaining the attached rootwad enhances the 
effectiveness and longevity of using native, natural material for restoration treatments and would be an 
appropriate use of such materials. Including this option in the planning process for this project allows for 
future collaborative projects combining upslope forest management with instream restoration in an efficient 
and proactive approach to whole watershed restoration on the Salmon River. 
  

Where the document mentions that trees with rootwads will be able to be knocked over for habitat 
restoration, it specifies "to be sold."  It would be better to use wording like "to be made available," because in 
reality these trees will likely be going into USFS projects that occur on and benefit public land, so the USFS 
should be contributing the logs to these project, not making grantors or grantees buy them from a contractor, 
or at least leaving that option open.  Especially since this project includes work in the Wild and Scenic corridor, 
and part of their mandate there is that any project should protect and enhance the fishery.  Providing trees 
with rootwads to fisheries restoration is one way that the USFS can meet this goal. 

Wild & Scenic Steep River Canyons: 

Much of the proposed helicopter logging in the project area lies within the steep, rugged and often unstable 
areas of the Wild and Scenic corridors of the North and South Forks of the Salmon River. Most of the unit 
boundaries uncannily line up with nesting/roosting habitat for the NSO and the last remaining old growth 
within the project scope. Further a majority of these stands are on northern aspects, which generally have 
dense forest canopies, critical to the survival of old-growth dependent species. North facing slopes offer moist 
and cool microclimates that are less prone to high severity fire and are increasingly important for plant and 
wildlife climate adaption.  

While we are not opposed to helicopter logging as a treatment method, the high cost of implementing it 
generally requires large amounts of timber outputs to make it pencil out financially. Helicopter logging can 
one of the least impactful logging techniques, but removing large volumes of timber from these stands does 
not align with the purpose and need of this project. Helicopter logging can leave a large amount of logging 
slash on steep slopes, which if not treated and burned manually would significantly increase ground fuels and 
thus fire behavior. Many of these units are also on unstable slopes or Riparian Reserves. Logging in the Wild 
and Scenic River corridors may harm the values for which they were designated. We urge planners to drop 
these units for the reasons above and because they are of low to no priority for treatment and would diminish 
and degrade habitat.  

We have heard from the project team that many of these units will likely get dropped once they have been 
ground-truthed, either because they are currently in a healthy condition, or they are not safely accessible. 
There were even specific units that the public were told were dropped from the project that are still on the 
project map. This leads the public to believe that the team is being disingenuous and is detrimental to the 
trust building that has begun with the added public involvement.  
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Table 1, General Forest goal pertinent to this project states, “Provide a programmed, non-declining flow of 
timber products, sustainable through time. These levels may vary from year to year, based on ecological 
processes. Maintain conifer stocking levels and high growth rates commensurate with the capability of the site 
to produce wood fiber. Intensively manage young regenerated stands to maximize growth potential.” Given 
the current state of the Bear Country landscape, the past poor management history, and the large proportion 
of the landscape that has experienced high intensity forest fires since 1977, this is not a realistic nor 
reasonable project goal.  This landscape has been mined for timber following major fires in 1977 and 1987, as 
well as subsequent timber sales that left remaining natural timber stands in locations that are only accessible 
by helicopter, in NSO activity centers or critical habitat, or on unstable soils. Large portions of this landscape, 
especially on south and west facing slopes, are not suitable for conifer dominated stands and should not be 
maintained with that goal in mind. Some of the current areas with the highest potential for high severity fire 
are pine plantations with a brush understory. Given the general warming and drying trends that are predicted 
and that we are already experiencing as a result of climate change, we should be managing stands towards 
increased diversity and particularly towards strong oak and other hardwood components.  

Mastication: 

We caution the use of very much mastication in this landscape. The Bear Country landscape is very dry and we 
have noticed that masticated materials take an exceedingly long time to break down. Mastication has a heavy 
impact on soils and wildlife habitat. Mastication is not fuels reduction, it is simply rearranging of the fuel bed. 
While mastication has been shown to moderate fire behavior and possibly make firefighting easier, it does not 
improve fire related impacts on trees and soils over having done nothing. In fact, mastication can increase the 
impacts for fire on vegetation and soils by concentrating the heat and burning for longer periods of time. For 
these reasons prescribed fire and mastication can often be mutually exclusive if you want to have low to 
moderate fire effects. Unless the USFS is willing to have high tree mortality, mastication shouldn’t be used in 
areas where prescribed fire is a potential treatment. Mastication is often encouraged as a low cost way of 
treating fuels. We find this declaration dubious, since you aren’t actually removing the fuels. A cut pile and 
burn treatment is getting you to a much more complete treatment with fuels actually removed from the 
treatment area, if you take this into account, the true difference in price in negligible.  

In places where plantations are adding little value and are threatening nearby high value areas such a natural 
stands, high value NSO habitat, etc., mastication could be a cost effective tool to reduce the risk that these 
plantations are causing to the valued areas by moderating fire behavior adjacent to them. You would run the 
risk of killing the plantations during a wildfire, but the benefit could outweigh the risk.  

Roads: 

The Bear Country landscape is the most highly roaded landscape in the Salmon River District. We cannot 
support the creation of new roads within this project. The benefits would need to be demonstrated to be 
exceptionally high for the creation of new roads within the project for it to be worth the increased 
degradation to an already over roaded landscape such as this. 

 

Recognizing that the US Forest Service has limited capacity and resources and the serious challenges of 
managing over a million acres, we urge the Klamath National Forest to work with the Western Klamath 
Restoration Partnership in planning, implementation and future maintenance of this important and large 
project area. The partnership is building its workforce capacity and has a long-term vested interest in the care 



Page 10 of 10 
 

of the Salmon River. Working together provides benefits to our watersheds and communities. We hope to 
work with you on this project collaboratively so that together we can make this project best that it can. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Karuna Greenberg 
Restoration Director 
Salmon River Restoration Council 
PO Box 1089 
Sawyers Bar, CA 96027 
srrc.org / 530-462-4665 
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