
Page 1 of 18 
 

Foothills Landscape Workshop IV 
Ellijay, GA 

July 11 & 12, 2017 

 

The focus of Workshop IV was to discuss the tools that may be used during implementation of the 
project.  

For more information contact: Angie Bell, Foothills Team Leader 
Chattahoochee-Oconee National Forest, Gainesville, GA 

foothillslandscape@fs.fed.us 

mailto:foothillslandscape@fs.fed.us
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Protecting Communities from Wildfire 
• Support for reducing fuels around communities 
• Some concern over the use of herbicides but the participants understood why it is a 

recommended tool when prescribed fire can’t be used 
• Those who came to table where surprised by the large amount of moderate and high fire 

risk around their communities 
• Mechanical treatments such as mastication and cutting trees (commercially and non-

commercially) is limited by slope and other considerations  
• Communities that have worked to be FireWise are priority for treatments 
• There is work that people can do on their own land to reduce the risk of loss of their 

home and/or structures to wildfire 

Road Access 
• There were only a few visitors to this discussion during the workshop 
• The overarching agreement is that there needs to be a balance between the user needs and 

resource impacts 
• There is still disagreement over how to implement the needed changes to the road system 

such as maintenance level changes, seasonal closures and/or decommissioning 
• We will continue to dig deeper into this at a small group meeting on August 2, 2017.  

Unique Habitats 

• Canebrake habitat is important and opportunities should be sought after 
• Small Whorled Pogonia populations should be maintained and impacts mitigated 
• Wetland habitat is important and needs to be restored to maintain. These areas are a great 

source for biodiversity despite their small size.  

Young Forest Creation 
• Create young forest by restoring native yellow pine 

o Agreement for the need for this treatment from all participants 
o Main stipulation is if it is done in most productive wildlife areas. Silviculturist can 

determine the % stand conversion to hardwoods in natural regeneration 
o One person asked for minimal use of herbicide; mechanical treat if possible or 

hack and squirt not foliar spray 
• Create young forest in oak stands 

o There was general agreement to this proposal with some stipulations 
 Information on the size of openings is needed 
 Many people wanted to see more than the 2% of the project area proposed 

during the workshop 
• Creating young forest in mesic, hardwood cove stands 

o People generally agreed that this would provide good habitat for many species 
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o The proposal needs to make sure that the pattern of this treatment across the 
landscape makes sense and the project provides connectivity between these types 
of treatments 

o There were a few people who disagreed with this proposal because they felt these 
areas were already in a healthy state and we should look for opportunities to 
create this type of habitat in other forest types 

• Creating young forest in other areas such as daylighting roads or landings 
o There was some concern over this leading to more gated roads and less access to 

these areas 
o There was also caution against spreading non-native invasive species so wanted to 

limit the harvest to only 50 feet from the road.  
• Some general comments  

o The targets [recommended during the workshop] are relatively small but should 
make a great start to improving wildlife habitats. These should be appropriately 
scattered across the landscape. Preferably these areas will be spatially connected 
to provide network of treatment areas.  

o Daylighting roads should be emphasized to reach goals. 
o Use good judgement! 
o My greatest concern would be if these treatments were done in old growth or 

close to old growth or sensitive habitats. It seems like it might be wise to focus 
new management in areas where management has failed in the past, old pine 
plantations for example. Doesn't the forest create more ESH on its own as it 
matures? Why do we have to force the forest to evolve on our human timeline 
instead of letting the forest age more slowly? 
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Watershed Health 
The Watershed Health conversation at Workshop IV went well and was met with little 
opposition to the goals, priorities, and tools presented. The overarching goals to 1) improve 
water quality and watershed health; 2) improve aquatic habitat; and 3) improve soil quality; were 
all received with high levels of support. The “where” or prioritization model for each goal was 
also well received with the caveat of the benefits outweighing the costs of the potential projects. 
Additionally, there was a conversation about the watersheds within the Foothills having multiple 
ownership. This may cause difficulty with reaching the above goals in some of the priority areas. 
The group encouraged collaborating with partners on non-Forest Service land to improve the 
overall watershed and for opportunities of additional funds. Specifically the Chattooga 
Conservancy will be working on a watershed restoration plan for the Warwoman watershed, 
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which will provide a great partnership opportunity to achieve some of the watershed health 
goals.  

The majority of the tools were agreed upon with some clarification/improvements to the 
descriptions as well as the addition of more tools. Tool additions included: paving road segments 
associated with impaired streams, closing or re-routing OHV trails in areas where the soils are 
unsuitable, maintaining adequate riparian buffers, and cane restoration. There were some 
concerns with the following tools: decommissioning or converting roads, seasonal closure of 
roads, road maintenance, decommissioning of user created trails, enhancing fish habitat in 
impounded waters, and implementing or continuing lake fertilization. Although there was some 
concern related to roads and user created trails, there was also quite a bit of support in using the 
above tools to improve both soil and water quality. The concern with fish habitat and fertilization 
in impounded waters was due to the fact that the habitat was man made and was therefore not 
natural.  

Overall there is great support for the Foothills Watershed Health goals, priority areas, and tools. 
The multiple conversations about further collaboration with partners is very exciting and will 
help us achieve our goals in an effective and timely manner.  
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Sustainable Recreation –Developed Recreation 
Developed 
Recreation 

 

Our goals in developed recreation are to: decommission sites identified on the sustainable recreation spreadsheet 
(Boggs Creek), enhance high priority sites with sustainable, low maintenance construction materials designed to 
last for generations, foster relations to expand educational opportunities to inform visitors on land stewardship and 
benefits of preserving natural areas and adjusting our current fee structure to adequately maintain and sustain our 
developed recreation sites.  
 

 Workshop Summary: Great discussion. Concerns were expressed about closing opportunities and areas because of a 
history of broken promises. Also, we need to consider and highlight the neighboring campgrounds for displaced 
campers. Desota Falls is located approximately 1.5 miles away and is defined as a high priority site. This site offers 
similar campsite amenities (table, tent pad, fire rings, lantern posts), along with hiking and fishing opportunities.  

  

Decommission 
Boggs Creek 
 

Located on the Blue Ridge Ranger District. Damaged in 2011 from Tornado. Would like to remove infrastructure, 
close to overnight camping and convert to day use area. 

 Workshop Summary: Recommendations were made to reuse the infrastructure on site at other campgrounds. All the 
participants agreed that this is not the best location to offer overnight use due to the potential of catastrophic events 
(flooding/tornado/etc.) and current deferred maintenance costs. All like the idea of allowing day use to occur along 
Boggs Creek for fishing and picnicking opportunities if maintained.  

  

Enhance high 
priority sites 

 

Lake Conasauga Campground and Rabun Beach are two campgrounds identified for future investments. Add: 
Hickey Gap Campground 
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 Workshop Summary: Participants agreed that high use areas need top priority when it comes to deferred 
maintenance and facility upgrades. There were recommendations to construct a campground near Jake and Bull trail 
system with consideration of partnering with local government and/or private organizations. There was concern 
expressed on our prioritization process and why smaller campground were not identified as priorities, specifically, 
Hickey Gap Campground. Participant stated, “there are very few developed campgrounds that have a primitive feel 
and it’s important to consider and provide for these experiences”.  

  

Expand 
educational 
opportunities 

 

Foster and expand community relationships to conduct interpretive programs in our developed recreation sites.  

 Workshop Summary: All participants agreed to the idea of expanding our volunteer program to help inform visitors 
of the natural processes and foster stewardship of public lands.  
 

  

Adjust fee 
structure 

 

Adjust our fee structure to adequately maintain and sustain our developed recreation sites. 

 Workshop Summary: All participants agreed that there is a need to charge more at our developed recreation sites to 
help with deferred maintenance costs.  
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Sustainable Recreation –Dispersed Recreation 
Dispersed 
Recreation 

 

Dispersed recreation sites include semi-primitive camping areas and general forested areas. We’ve identified 3 
goals: decommission sites that are within 50’ of a water source to protect water and soil resources that aren’t 
designated with a sign, explore partnership opportunities to help protect the area through oversight and 
maintenance, identify dumping areas and develop mitigation measures on a site by site basis 
 

 Workshop Summary: There was minimal discussion on these goals. All agreed these steps are need to protect 
water and soil quality and the general forested areas.  
 

Decommission 
sites within 50’ 
of water unless 
posted open 

 

We’ve identified two areas in the Foothills Landscape where we would like to manage dispersed camping 
opportunities near water: Wild and Scenic Chattooga River Corridor on the Chattooga River Ranger District and 
Jones Creek on the Blue Ridge Ranger District. Goal is to complete an assessment for proximity to water, grade of 
terrain, existing resource damage from camping and vehicles, safe parking location and access, sensitive, 
threatened or endangered plan/animal communities, and historic significance. This assessment will result in 
identifying sites we wish to keep, sign and maintain and rehabbing sites for closure.  

 

 Workshop Summary: All agreed that a site by site analysis would be needed to address health and safety concerns 
at popular dispersed camping areas. Participants did not want access to water to be closed off for 
swimming/wading/fishing/watering horses. There was a lot of discussion on how we could address the trash and 
sanitation at dispersed camping sites that included: Leave No Trace Education (LNT) Program, constructing 
toilets, national campaign to dispose of human waste properly (poop emoji).  
 

 
Explore new 
partnerships 

 

Explore new partnerships to help protect the natural, forested environment through oversight and maintenance. 
Add: Connector trail from Jake and Bull Trail System to Amicalola 
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 Workshop Summary: All agreed that efforts should be made to explore new partnerships. Thoughts were expressed 
to partner with Amicalola State Park to construct a connector trail to Jake and Bull to relieve some of the dispersed 
camping impacts, host master naturalist programs, work with local colleges, and advertise partnership 
opportunities on market bulletins and newspapers.  

 
Identify 
dumping areas  

 

Identify “hot spots” for illegal dumping and develop mitigation measures on a site by site basis  

 Workshop Summary: All agreed to identify dumping “hot spots.” One participant recommended reaching out to 
the community and local governments to help solve the illegal dumping. Recommendation was expressed to use 
purchase dumpsters and install gates to prevent dumping at night.  

Sustainable Recreation – Trail Management 
Trail 
Management 

 

This includes both forest system trails and non-system trails and trailheads. There are 5 goals: assess trail access 
issues to ensure adequate parking is available, decommission low-use, unsustainable, and non-system trails, expand 
existing trail systems to enhance visitor’s experiences, assess out and back trails for loop opportunities, and 
redesign and construct segments of trail to increase overall sustainability to reduce resource impacts.  

 Workshop Summary: All participants agreed on these goals moving forward with the Foothills Landscape. There 
were concerns expressed to improve trail signage at trailheads and trail junctions. There was also good discussion 
on improving the maps at our trailhead kiosks. One comment was made to not expand our existing trail system if 
we can’t maintain the ones we have. It was also noted that we should prioritize the safety issues along and trails 
and maintain those first.  
 

  
Assess trail 
access issues 
to ensure 

There are 4 locations within the Foothills Landscape we’ve identified where adequate parking is limited; Pinhoti 
and Bear Creek Trailhead on the Conasauga Ranger District, Jake and Bull Trailhead on the Blue Ridge Ranger 
District and Willis Knob Trailhead on the Chattooga River Ranger District. ADD: Dicks Creek Trailhead and 
Stonewall/White Twister 
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adequate 
parking  
 Workshop Summary: All participant agreed that these trailheads needed expansion. It was recommended we 

include Dicks Creek Trailhead and Stonewall/White Twister. Discussion involved creating partnerships with 
private (neighboring land owners), local community and other government agencies to assist. It was also 
recommended to delignate parking for horses and bike/hikers at Jake and Bull Trailhead.  
 

  
Decommission 
low use, 
unsustainable 
and non-
system trails 

Implement recommendations from the Forest-Wide Trail Assessments completed in 2012. Identify and 
decommission non-system trails in the Chattooga River Corridor. Decommission low use trails; Murray’s Lake, 
Peeples Lake Trail, and portions of Sumac Creek. Low use system trails that will be considered for 
decommissioning are; Tibbs, Milma and Rocky Flats Jeep Trails on the Conasauga Ranger District due to soil and 
water concerns. Add: Tatum Lead and Windy Gap OHV Trails 

 Workshop Summary: We reviewed each of the proposals and agreed we need to provide a system that meets 
visitor’s needs and protects resources. For the most part, all agreed that to decommission these trails. The district 
proposed to add Tatum Lead and Windy Gap OHV trails for decommissioning. We currently do not have partners 
to assist with maintenance. It’s difficult to meet our match when using grant funding for maintenance. It was 
recommended to take a closer look at keeping a section of Windy Gap open for hikers and bikers and consider 
leaving Tibbs open for single track motorized vehicles. All participants agreed that we should decommission user 
created trails. One participant disagreed with closing Rocky Flats Jeep Trail. This particular route has a failed 
culvert at the entrance that needs replaced. This would take a sufficient amount of our trail maintenance allocation 
to replace.  
 

  
Explore new 
opportunities 
to enhance 
experiences  

Explore opportunities to enhance visitor’s experiences on existing trail systems to minimize user conflicts by 
providing stacked loop routes for varying skill level and distances. Willis Knob Trail System on the Chattooga 
River Ranger District has been identified as needing shorter beginner loops trails. ADD: Bear Creek, Pinhoti, 
Stonewall/White Twister, and Jake and Bull 
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 Workshop Summary: There was a lot of interest in enhancing existing trail systems, specifically on Bear Creek, 
Pinhoti, Stonewall and White Twister, and Jake and Bull. Connector trails would help spread use, access, and 
impacts across a greater geographical area. Three projects were discussed in detail at Jake and Bull: (1) connector 
trail (~4 miles) and decommission 77A, (2) ½ mile downhill trail, and (3) 3-4 mile beginner loop trails with 10% 
max grade. When designing these staked loops caution was recommended to have visuals to decrease new social 
trails and shortcutting.  
 

Assess out and 
back trails for 
loop 
opportunities 

Provide loop trails instead of “out and back” trails spreads visitor use, lessons visitor contacts with other trail users, 
reduces resource impacts and provides for a more enjoyable trail experiences. 

 Workshop Summary: All participants agreed that loop trails are desired amongst trail users. It was recommended 
when designing OHV trail systems to consider one way traffic to reduce accidents along blind turns.  
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Healthy Forest - Forest Maintenance 
Overview of 

Proposal 
Shortleaf Pine, Pitch Pine, and Oak Maintenance. This goal is aimed at maintaining our existing shortleaf pine, 
pitch pine, and oak stands. Maintenance simply means perpetuating the dominance of a species on a site by 
improving or restoring the conditions the species requires for regeneration. Maintenance treatments are not 
regeneration treatments that result in a new age class or new stand. But instead are treatments intended to 
establish environments that these species require for reproduction, so that over the long term when a parent 
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overstory tree dies, it is replaced by the same species (its offspring). Applicability of this SELF 
REPLACEMENT maintenance goal within the Foothills Project?  
 

Explanation:  
1. This is a goal and addresses a real problem. But it’s a complex problem that I think we do not fully understand. That 
uncertainty calls for diversifying our responses and being willing to alter our plans as treatments progress. The root cause of 
these issues needs to be addressed, not just the immediate cause. 
3. If you can do it. 
4. Should articulate the rotation cycles through time. Burn plans should explain targets in advance AND post burn assessments 
(audit question). Disturbance/Process – structure, function, process, what is the process that sustains the structure & Function? 
Fire? To what extent? All changes should be completed and reported out to all interest groups. 

  
Allowable 

Prescription 
Treatment 

Acres 

Shortleaf Pine 10,000-20,000 acres (1,500 acres in burn units), Pitch Pine 2,100-7,200acres (100 acres in burn 
units), and Table Mountain Pine acres To Be Determined. 
Oak 24,000-53,000 acres (11,400 acres in burn units).  
 

Explanation: 
1. Still need more information. 
2. Follow through to achieve long term goals. 
3. OK 
4. Describe within the larger context; where and why? Not acres or bucks (AKA Bucks an Acres)…… Fire as the process, must 
have significant outreach and truthful messaging- the Good, Bad and Ugly!!!! (ie, post burn report outs) 
5. Done Carefully! 

  
Tools used to 
accomplish 

Commercial/Non-Commercial 
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Explanation: 
1. I do not feel that the case for a silvicultural treatment has been clearly made. If these problems fundamentally derive from fire 
suppression, why isn’t prescribed fire the primary treatment, that is augmented specifically when site specific conditions limit 
prescribed fire effectiveness. 
2. Minimal soil disturbance 
3. Ok with both. 
4. If above is considered. 
5. ? makes no sense. 

  

Compatibility 
with non-
suitable 

management 
prescription 

The treatments discussed compatible with management prescriptions that are designated as unsuitable for 
timber production in the Forest Plan 

Explanation: 
1. As these are non-commercial treatments, this is appropriate. 
2. Minimal herbicide use. 
3. No timber production in 7.E.1 
5. ? Makes no sense. 
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Forest Health – Young Forest 
Young 
Forest 

 

Shortleaf Pine, Pitch Pine, Table Mtn. Pine and Oak Restoration. This goal is aimed for areas in the Foothills where 
these species likely existed in the past, but have been replaced or reduced, primarily due to fire suppression, 
conversions or insects. Restoration in this sense can be defined as replacing the current stand composition with the 
desired composition. In in other words, restoration will include removal of the existing stand to either (1) artificially 
reforest the site with the restoration species or (2) naturally regenerate the stand to the desired species composition 
(shortleaf pine, pitch pine, table mtn. pine or oak). This will produce a new forest with a new birth year. Applicability 
of this goal to restore native species to appropriate sites within the Foothills Project?  
Young Forest would also be produced to achieve other goals in the Foothills, including creating young oak forests and 
areas of young Cove hardwoods. 

Explanation: 
1. This is a needed goal. And there are opportunities in restoring yellow pines. Keeping these treatments in relatively close 
proximity to existing roads is important and indications of historical pine should be clear. 
2. What percent of proposed acres will NOT be replanted in pine (mostly the V. pine) and suggest a stand conversion to 
hardwoods. 
3. Conduct Adaptive Management – Public approval by way of public audits/messaging – who is doing this? Who’s accountable 
throughout the process (each step) to the public interests? Milestones agreed upon by all interested groups! Bio Indexing – 
Baseline measures, then monitor through time…patches of restoration. Mosaic strategy needs an explanation for its need, what 
is it serving? Bucks and Acres no longer the message….. it’s where and why? And prove it = audit! 
5. OK 
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6. Need to do more. 
7. Strongly agree. Tremendous benefits regardless of composition, obviously we want our treatments to favor certain species but 
ESH is extremely limited. Wildlife benefits will abound with establishment of ESH. 

 

Allowable 
Prescription 
Treatment 

Acres 

Shortleaf/Pitch/Table Mtn. Pine 7,500 acres. 
Young Oak 1,000 acres. 
Young Cove Forest 500 acres. 

Explanation: 
1. Maybe, Just need to think it over more. (no circle of agreement or disagreement) 
2. Locations of treatments to be of greater benefit for wildlife is critical. Continuity of young forest structure needs to be 
evaluated same as mature forest. Travel Corridors. Evaluation with stocking guides for Desirable regen vs. The Green Lie! 
3. Regen sites link to large Habitat Management Units (HMUs). Establish “scale” for HMU’s. Be able to deliver this messaging 
(use as much GIS mapping as possible). Acreages seem fine. 
4. Young oak acres is too limited at 1,000 acres within 150,000 acre area of treatment. 53,000 est. acres of oak puts this goal at 
< 2%. Need to plan higher. Shoot for 2,000 acres depending on what you find in proposed treatment areas. Well thought out 
proposal (suggestion). 
5. OK 
6. More acres of cutting, managing 
7. Use fire to help regenerate oaks! 

 
Tools used to 
accomplish 

Commercial/Non-Commercial 
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Explanation: 
1. Both approaches should be used, issues from com. Treatments (eg, roads) need to be accounted for. 
2. Both as tools. 
3. Reasoning is presented to the public/interest groups. Many reasons for selection – make sure it’s presented to interest groups 
– real time…… things change! 
4. You want to achieve an outcome so don’t start by limiting tools without reason. DO NOT START BY LIMITING. 
5. Both 
6. More cutting and fire 
7. Both, but commercial treatments/options are abundant! 

  

Compatibility 
with non-
suitable 

management 
prescription 

The treatments discussed compatible with management prescriptions that are designated as unsuitable for 
timber production in the Forest Plan.  

Explanation: 
1. Restoration treatments and slash down of young stands is compatible. Regeneration harvest of oak and cove stands. (no 
circle) 
2. (No comments nor circle) 
3. Agreed with no explanation 
4. Yes, but choose wisely because of risk of generating negative perceptions. Unsure why this would be considered when you 
are considering total 10K – 15K acres within foothills landscape. This seems inherently risky when you could avoid this all 
together. 
5. 7.E.1 says no. 
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Learn More on the Project Website: www.tinyurl.com/foothillslandscapecollaborate 
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