
Mt Hood Nat’l Forest BMP Monitoring -- FY2015 
Executive Summary 
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 Introduction 

In the summer of 2015, the Mt. Hood National Forest (MHNF) monitored Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) on seven forest projects as part of the Forest Service’s National BMP 
Program (USDA 2012). This annual monitoring effort was conducted to evaluate the 
implementation and effectiveness of BMPs applied to select activities on randomly chosen 
sites.  Summarized here are the results of the 2015 monitoring effort on the MHNF.   

 

Monitoring Approach 

Monitoring described in this report was 
conducted using protocols developed 
under the USFS National BMP 
Program. 

Specific projects were selected for 
monitoring in 2015 based on targets 
set by the Regional Office. 

2015 Monitoring 

MHNF projects monitored in 2015: 

• (2) Vegetation Management 
• (1) Road Decommissioning 
• (1) Road Maintenance 
• (1) Grazing Management 
• (1) Wildfire Management 
• (1) Aquatic Restoration 

Projects were located in seven 
different subwatersheds across the 
MHNF’s four Ranger Districts.   



 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

      

 

 

 

 

 

2015  Results 

1) Implementation Ratings:  
• 72% (5 of 7) Fully 

Implemented 
• 14% (1 of 7) Marginal 
• 14% (1 of 7) Not Implemented 
 

2) Effectiveness Ratings: 
• 57% (4 of 7) Effective 
• 14% (1 of 7) Marginal 
• 29% (2 of 7) Not Effective 

3)  Composite Rating: 

• 57% (4 of 7) Excellent 
• 14% (1 of 7) Fair 
• 29% (2 of 7) Poor  

4)  Trend Analysis: 
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5)  Principle Causal Factor for a Fair or Poor Composite Rating  

• Poor Rating  Fire B – Wildlfire Management Actions: During initial attack phases of the first 
several burn periods of the 36-Pit Fire, dozer line was constructed, some at night through 
several small streams and wet areas by cooperating agencies. 
 

• Poor Rating  Range A – Grazing Management: Livestock incursion and trampling in a small, 
headwater seep of Jordan creek due to enclosure in disrepair.  
 

• Fair Rating  Road C – Road Operation and Maintenance: Clean-out of a segment of inboard 
ditch exposed soils where backslope seeps drain, resulting in a brief period of sedimentation 
in a first-order tributary to Still Ck as the activity occurred. Erosion and sediment control 
measures were implemented after the activity, rather than before as intended.    
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6a)  Corrective Action and Adaptive Management Recommendations – Fire B: 

• Corrective actions were prescribed by the Agency Administrator and Incident Command Team 
during the suppression repair phase of the fire to mitigate effects of the dozer line to water 
resources. Resource Advisors worked to insure that effective restoration methods were applied 
during repair activities to most of the damaged sites. 

• Resource concerns often do not get identified and planned for during initial attack phases of a 
rapidly moving wildfire with extreme behavior, particularly during night shift. Ideally, a Resource 
Advisor would be available to assist the Equipment Boss with identifying concerns before 
proceeding. Other potential adaptions would be to provide Equipment Boss’ with Resource 
Advisor training or a list of pre-attack general soil and water protection objectives and 
measures.  

6b)  Corrective Action and Adaptive Management Recommendations – Range A: 

• Corrective actions will be undertaken by the permittee and possibly the help of volunteers to 
repair and improve the enclosure fence to prevent unwanted livestock incursion into the wet 
area.   

• At present, the Annual Operating Instructions (AOI) for the allotment pasture do not include 
newly established BMPs that could minimize unwanted impacts to soil and water resources 
from grazing. The AOI is outdated and a new Allotment Management Plan (AMP) that would 
include BMPs is overdue, principally because there is a serious lack of funding for grazing 
management on the MHNF. In the interim, the Range Conservationist will have to get the 
permittee to increase the frequency of fence patrol and maintenance. 

6c)  Corrective Action and Adaptive Management Recommendations – Road C: 

• In this circumstance, corrective actions entailed the application of erosion control measures and 
sediment retention as specified. While those measures were intended to be in place before the 
ditch was cleaned out to minimize sedimentation resulting from the disturbance, implementing 
them after the activity reduced its continuation.  

• Specialist review of contract specifications could help Contracting Officer Representatives 
strengthen clauses that define the sequencing and timing of erosion control measures intended 
during project implementation, and to make clearer their link to the BMP program. Pre-work 
meetings with contractors and operators that include Specialists could also help to improve 
consensus and understanding of project-specifics, and intended erosion control measures (i.e., 
BMPs) and expectations of their effectiveness.      
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