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Executive Summary

This report summarize®sults from a public opinion survey measuring beliefs and attitudes
about forest conditions and management practices in the Ashland Creek \water88ased on
a random sample aksidents inAshlandand the surrounding aredhis study is part of the
multiparty monitoring effort to track public support for the Ashland Forest Resiliency
Stewardship Project (AFR). The surveymade possibléy agrant from the Collins Trust
Northwest Conservation Fund, which supports work seeking to restore fregirerdadgpted
forests in southern Oregon, aridnds fromthe American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of
2009 Here are the key findings:

1.

Compared tother amenities in Ashlandhé naturalenvironment is what residents value
most about their local community, andanyhavea speciatonnectionto the Ashland
Creekwatershed visiting the forestshere often.

Resdentsplace a high value on the aesthelieauty and perceived naturalness of the
Ashland Creewatershed. Thegeeit primarily as a source of beauty, sustenance, and
recreation.

Residentsare fairlyknowledgeableabout fire ecology and are very concerned about the risk
of high-severity fire in the watershed, though they do not view forests in the watershed as
unhealthy

Most residents hacdhot heard of AFR, though therevsrya G NPy 3 & dzLJLJ2 NI F 2 NJ !
reduction goals and tools, including the careful use of commercial thinning and prescribed
fire. Thereisalsostrong support for public involvement in monitoring AFR.

Among AFR partners and potential interest groups, The Nature Conservancy is seen by
residentsas the most trustworthy, the Southern Oregon Timber Industry Association the

least so. The US Forest Service has more public trust than the City of Ashland. Though less
well known, KS Wild and Lomakatsi Restoration Project have substantial public trust.

Residentsre not sure that National Forest land in the region needs large scale restoration.

Residents arenfamiliar with some key terms related to restoratiasedcommonly by
resource professional®.g., legacy treeecological reference conditiordndrestoration is
not seen as merely fuel reduction, though fuel reduction is central to restoration.

Where restoration is neededesidents believeéhe goals should be more ecological
(functional integrity) than historicaléturning topre-settlementconditions)

There islittle supportamong resident$or allowing forests in the region to evolve without
anymore human intervention.

v | Southern Oregon University Research Center
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Introduction

This report summarizethie results from a public opinion survey measuring beliefs and attitudes
about forest conditions and management practices in the Ashland Creek watershed. Based on
a random sample of residents Ashland and the surrounding area, this study is part of the
multiparty monitoring effort to track public support for the Ashland Forest Resy

Stewardship Project (AFR)h addition, we measured publgupport for varousforest

restoration goals in southwest OregoThese results will serve as baseline data for a
longitudinal study of changes over time in public opinion about fuel reduction and forest
restoration as AFR is implementedhe survey was made possible & grant from the Collins

Trust Northwest Conservation Fund, which supports work seeking to restore fre§juent

adapted forests in southern Oregon, and funds from the American Recovery and Reinvestment
Act of 2009.

Research Methodology

Study DesignAcrosssectional mail survedza Ay 3 5Af € Y yQa oHnanpTO0 ¢ Af
was administeredby Southern Oregon University Research Cedteing February and March

2012. Subjestwerecontactd by mail up to foutimes(see AppendiXfor surveymailingy. A

sub-sample of respondents was recruited to serve as a panel for subsequent online surveys that

will measure change in public opinion over time.

Sample The study ppulationwasadult residents of Ashlandregorand the surrounding
area Oursampling frame was the list of all registelvotersin voter precincts 2, 4, 7, 10, 13
and 18in Jackson @unty, Oregon in October 201We drew a simple random sampla 1,800
and achieved a 34 percent response r&86 (Inusable returns; 597 usable retis). Our margin
of error for sample statistics is -4P0at the 936 confidence level.

Non-response biasRecent researchas fiown that nearly 10%of voter registration records
nationwide are invalid(Ansolabehere & Hersh, 201@p the sampling frame itself accounts for
some nonresponse. Three known typesmdn-response biag this samplere these 1)

infirm elderly who werainwilling or unable to participate?) absent young adults still
registered in Jackson Co. but whave recently movedwayfrom the area to take jobs or
attend college; an@®) people who refusd to participate in a study they view as a waste of
government resourcesA comparison ofampleresults to population parameters (see
Appendix Ashows nasignificant bias by gender and residence, some bias by income, and
significant bias by age and education. In short, our sample somewhat-vepiesens low
income residentsandit over-represents older and more highly educated residents. Because

1 | Southern Oregon University Research Center
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weightingthe data to compensate for this bias affected the results very little, the firslivey
report are based on unweighted data.

Research GoalF his survey was designed to achieve two objectives of the AFR Monitoring Plan

(AFRMultiparty Monitoring Committee, 2011)First, we meage the effectiveness of public
outreachon AFR, and second, weeasurethe level of public support for AFR hese baseline
measure will allow subsequent surveys to measure change in publicgpéians of AFR over
time. The survey was also designedetaluate the assumption that the use of ecological
references and the perception that AFR is promoting a resilient fonegt,build public support
for forest restorationmorebroadly. ThislasB2 I f A& ! OGA2y LGSY 1 ¢
grant(Borgias & Metlen, 2011)

Questionnaire Degn: Theinstrumentmailed to respondents includboth open and closed
ended questions (see Appendix &ploring hesetopics

U Forest values and beliefs about the Ashland Creek watershed.

U Knowledge of AFR and attitudes toward management.

U Meaning of forest restoration and support for the use of ecological references.
U Sense of place.

Many tems in our questionnaire are tieid the literature measuring public opinion on forest
issues: forest valugBrown & Reed, 2000; Clement & Cheng, 20aftitudes toward fuels
managemen{Shindler, Toman, & McCaffre3009; Toman, Stidham, Shindler, & Sarah, 2011)
public perceptions of restoratio(Ostergren, Abrams, & Lowe, 2008; Ecological Restoration
Institute, 2006) sense of placéSemken & Fraaan, 2008)

Data Codingand Entry: A team offour SOURCEesearch assistantsastrained for @ding and
data entry, and data were entered into SPSSvrithe SOURCE labMarch and Apri2012as
completed questionnaires were returned. The senasaarch assistant independently verified
all data entered (1€20% verification rate) anglystematicallycleaned the data set.

2 | Southern Oregon University Research Center
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Findings ! -- Forest Values

Underlying forest values provide context for understanding attitudes toward fuel reduction and
forest restoration. Before questions about ARRd restorationgoals respondentsvere asked

in an openrended questiorwhat theyvalue most about forests in the Ashland Creek watershed.
This allowed respondents to describe whatyhalue in their own tems. Table Ipresent

recurring themesn response to this questioh The hree mostcommonthemeswere natural
beauty, recreation andsource ofvater.

Tablel: Frequently mentioned forest valués

RecurringThemes Percent(n=550)| Count
Natural Beauty 54.5 303
Recreational Use 32.9 181
Source of Water 30.7 169
Undeveloped Conditions 16.0 88
Wildlife 12.4 68
Proximity/Accessibility 10.7 59
Ecosystem/Bio Diversity 10.2 56
Clean Air 9.8 54
Experience Quiet/Privacy 2.9 16
Prevents Erosion/Good for sall 2.9 16
Timber Resource 15 8

Manyrespondentssaid theyvalueforests inthe watershed becauskhey areaesthetically
pleasing, often attributing that beauty ta lack of human interventiogd dzy & LI2 A f SR¢ y I { d:
many kespondents value theloseproximity of theforested watershedbecauset provides a
convenientplacefor recreation. The forestedvatershedis also valuea@s a source of clean air,
water, and soil and as an ecosystem where a variety of life can flourtsd following
comments from respondents illustrate these common themes:
U G¢KS yIFddz2NT ft ySaaT GKS 0 St dzirégm devElopmeaiStheSy A NB Y Y S Y
peacgfulness.vSeparater, [ vaIU(,e tpe water supplied by the watershed, the regreation poten}ial. A
¢KS 101 2F AyaSyas$S t233Ay3 2NI NRIFIR odzAif RAy3a §

! Appendix B reports frequency distributions for all clogsemied questions, ané supplemental document reports
responses to all opeended questionsverbatim

% Eachtheme that occurred in at least one percent of the responses is included.

% Unless noted in the tables summarizing responses to epehquestions, percent does not equal 100 because a
single response could be coded for more than one theme.

3 | Southern Oregon University Research Center
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U a¢KS o0Sldzie yR GKS Of 2 théSwordsl@ribingfusti@miniites (2 6y ©
from my home or | can drive 116 minutes and really be in the woods, just my dogs and me and

y2 2yS S$ta8d LG Aad o0S+dziATFdd FyR AR FyR F0OS

U a¢KS Y2ald 200X 2tdzBut tdetdrrdizt providing v rBaint@is thederrain and
cleanliness, contributes to our water supply. And there is an ecosystem | would prefer not to
disturbany morei Ky L KIF @S (2 ¢

i 4L fA1S GKS OASSHd L (KA yaterstid. kidthat BitaSaakimber A NND

resource and §h9u|d be h:arvested or replan:tegl. We need to complete the waterline connection
GAUK aSRT2NRUa az2dzNOS>dE
After theopenended questioraboutthe value offorests in the watershedrespondents were
askedwhat they would spend to maintain various values regarding National Forests in
southwest Oregon. This questias based on mempiricallyvalidated typobgy for measuring
forest values(Brown & Reed, 2000; Clement & Chen@l D) It allows us to quantify and rank
order the values Ashland residents attach to public forests in the region. Figure 1 summarizes
this result. In short,Ashland residents value the region's National Forests for many reason
biological,aesthetic, and recreational values being most importdungtorical and cultural
values are the least importantThe literature suggests that values, and deeper ethical
orientations, shape attitudetoward forest management

Figurel: Percent of $100 allocated to maintain various forest values

201 Ashland residents value the region's National Forests for many
ons, blologlcal aesthetic, and recreational values being most
2% important
m Life Sustaining
4% ,
506 | Aesthetic

m Biological Diversity
6%

m Recreation

m Intrinsic

m Future
Therapeutic
Economic

Spiritual
Learning
Historic
Cultural
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Finding s — Visits to and Beliefs about Forests in the Watershed

Most Ashland residents visited the forests in the Ashland Creek watelslsegiear. Onehird
did soten or more timestwenty-five percent visited between 3 and 10 timesd anotherone-
quarter did not enter forests in the watershed at all last year. Figure 2 stiossesult.

Figure2: Number of visits to watershed forests in the last year

More than half of Ashland residents visited forests in the
watershed at least 3 times last year

24% = More than 10

= 6to 10
3to5
lor2

17%
None

15%

The overwhelming majority of respondents who used the forests in the watershed did so for
recreation(see Table 2)particularlywalking anchiking, and many respondents said they enter
the watershedsimplyto observe andexperience nature The followingcomments illustrate
these activities

S
2

dzYYSNJ S 3I2 2y @GSNE f2y3 KA
J2 ayz2¢g akKz2SAy3a FryR ONraa O

o =
— =

a0 L
dzy G NB

Uy ¢

i K
NJ

(/))C

Ly
Ay
U a2tz 7T
i KNP dz3 K

teBpy takowlitH aXfrierid Ni&dn oiks8unds of nature, watch light
(OF3

N U

S
N

o —
w»
Q)¢

U a2kt +y S y@ace and duietRE]jblh&uiadiworld of plants, trees, birds,
EROY:

y Yt

U a9yez2e GKS LISIH

M;U<

O

STdzf ySaa 2F GKS INBI® LG NB2dz3S
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U al AMYR F2NFX3S F2N) F22RH [221Ay3 F2NI 6AftR SRAOT !
0 aL &ad2L) 32Ay3 06SOFdzaS 2233ISNAI 0A1S4aX K2NERSa:x

near T.l.D to Park Street is nice if all trails were this wide and maintained then you could walk
anywhere. A1 S K2NARSAa RSadGNRe g6l f1Ay3a NI Af &dé

Table2: Frequency of/arious ativities inwatershedforest

Recurring Thewes Percent(n=455) | Count
Walk/Hike 83.1 378
Sport(cycling, crossountry skiing, etc.) 24.8 113
Experience/Observe Nature 20.9 95
Socializgspend time with friends or family) 8.1 37
Art/Photography 4.6 21
Drive Through 4.2 19
Meditate/Spiritual 3.3 15
Picnic 3.3 15
Fish/Hunt 2.2 10
Forage/Harvest 1.8 8
Work 11 5

Most Ashland residents have direct, personal expemewth forests in the watershed, sohat
is their perception of forest health in the watershed?

While nearly threequartersof Ashland residents believe the chance of a lesgale, high

severityfire occurring in the Ashland Creek watershed in the next five yeammgwhator

very likely less than 10 percent believe forests in the watershedsaraewhator very

unhealthy(see Figure 3) This finding contrasts with a study AFR stakeholders amatural

resource professionalsho similarly think the fire risk is high but who view forests in the

watershed, overwhelmingly, as unhealtl{$hibley, 200 Perhaps it is difficult for residents to
GKAY]l 2F GKS 6FGSNEKSR |4 dadzyKSIfaKeé¢ ¢KSy (K

AFR partners engaged in public outreach need to carefully consider this orienting assumption,
which is dramatically different from the perspectigémany natural resource professionals in
the region.

6 | Southern Oregon University Research Center
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Figure3: Opinion about forestconditions and fire risk in the watershed

Ashland residents believe area forests are healthy,
but they are conerned about the risk of fire

1

How would you rate the overall condition of the
forests in the watershed?

What are the chances of a large-scale, hi
severity fire occurring in the watershed?

gh

m Very Healthy/Likely 0% 200
m Somewhat Healthy/Likely

Don't Know

Somewhat Unhealthy/Unlikely

Very Unhealthy/Unlikely

40%  goop

80%  100%

Findings -- Knowledge of Fire Ecology

There has been much public discussion lately about forest ecology and management in the
Ashland Creek watershed, but not all terms usechaturalresource professionals aknown

to the public. Before asking about management preferences, the questionnaire measured
familiarity with natural resource terminology amis & LJ?2 ybRsk yindérsianding of fire
ecology in the region. These results are shown in Figure 4 and Bigespectively.

2 KAES GSN¥a tA1S aFdzSt NBRdAzOGA2yé> ALINBaONAKROGS

understood, Ashland residents are Idamiliar with terms describing ecosystem change (i.e.,
GRAAGdAzZND I y OS¢ |, dndtiey araintmi@Saitikey2efngs ised to discuss forest

NEBaG2Nr A2y 6APSPT af SAF O GNBSEST aKAaAU2NAO N

02 ¥y R A (FigugeyZdhawsthese results.
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Figure4. Familiarity with ratural resourcemanagement erminology

Ashland residents are familiar with many forest management terms,
less so with key forest restoration terms

Threatened/Endangered specie

Fuel reduction

Prescribed fire

Ecosystem managemen

Forest resilience

Fire adapted ecosystem

Disturbance

Succession

Legacy tree

Historical range of variability

Ecological reference condition

40% 60%

80%

100%

m Know the meaning m Heard the term, don't know the meaning  Never heard the term

As shown in Figure Bshland residentanderstand the role of fire isouthwest Oregon

forests, but they are unsure what forests looked like prioEtoropearsettiement More than

two-thirds believe that years of fire suppréss has increased the risk of severe wildfire in our
NEIA2YyQa F2NBadaod notsrétd@eastE prigf ® Iseftlerngent érd T ¢ S NB
generally more open than they are today. In general, a sizable majority of residents understand
some of the spcific ecological functions of fire in the region (e.g., reproduction and

insect/disease control). In this light, what do Ashland residents think about forest management
priorities, fuel reduction goals and the tools available for achieving those goals?

8 | Southern Oregon University Research Center
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Figure5: Knowledge of fire ecology in southwest Oregon forests

Ashland residents understand the role of fire in area forests, but they are
unsure what forests looked like prior to settlement

Many plants require occasional fires so th
new seeds or seedlings can sprout.

Fires play an important role in controlling inse
and disease outbreaks in forests.

Years of fire suppression has increased the r
of severe wildfire in our region's forests.

Fires are important for maintaining wildlife
habitat.

Fires in one year are influenced by fires
previous years.

Some trees, like ponderosa pine, grow better
open, sunny areas than in shaded ones.

Prior to European settlement, forests wer
generally more open than they are today

0%

20%
0% 40%  goop

80%  100%

m Generally True m Not Sure ' Generally False

Findings -- Attitudes about Forest and Fuel Management

t NPGSOUAY3T ! aKEFYRQ& Ydzy AOALI f & GSNIJ adzLJLyx & |
management priories for forests in the Ashland Creek watershed, followed by preserving old

growth and protecting wildlife habitafsee Figure 6XCreating more desigiied wildeness and

limiting road access am@so important, but less so. Paradoxicaiiyen residentQecreational

interests, managing for increased recreation is the least imponpaiority. While 35 percenof

residents say that restoring forests tonditions that existed before fire suppressionasy

important, and another 50 percent say itsemewhat importantthat goal ranks only sixth

among eight management prioritiesn sum, while there is widespreaohd strongsupport for

9 | Southern Oregon University Research Center
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conservationi(e., habitat protection and forest restoratioand preservation (i.e., saving old
growth, designating wilderness amdad closure) goals, those priorities are less importdat
residentsthan reducing fire risk and protecting their water supply.

Figure6: Management priorities for the Ashland Creek watershe@nk-ordered

Most Ashland residents want management in the watershed to protect the water
supply, reduce wildfire risk, and preserve old growth forests

Protecting Ashland's municipal water supp

Reducing wildfire risk

Preserving old growth forests

Providing adequate habitat for sensitive wildlif
species

Creating more designated wilderness are

Restoring forests to conditions that existed beforie
fire suppression

Limiting access by closing road

Managing for increased recreation us

7

0%
20%
40%
60% 80%

100%

m Very Important = Somewhat Important Not Important

Nextwe askdF 2 NJ LJS2 LJX SQa 2 LJAY A 2 ynatural@sinirce in&n&gerda LIS OA FA O
shoulduse to reduce fuel and change environmental coiodi in the Ashlad watershed,

given current fueloads and risk of wildfireRespondents werspecificallyasked about thi

support for theuse of threepractices: 1) surface and ladder fuel treatmer2) commercial

thinning and density management, aBjiprescribed fire. (These tools weegplicitlydefined

in the questionnairgsee Appendix Qjuestions 2., 2.8).
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Figure 7 shows thanhost Ashland residents suppaqptactices to reducéuels in the Ashland
Creek watershed, including tlwarefuluse ofcommercial thinning and prescribed firé
majority of resident$58 percentsupport more frequent use of surface and ladder fuel
treatments in the watershed, and while commercial thinning and prescribed fire had less
support(43and 3 percent, respedvely said they should be used more oftengry few
residents (less than one in ten) saicht commercial thinning and prescribed finere
unnecessary or undesirabbecause they had too many negative effec®arefully planned and
infrequent use of allhree practicesin selected areasf the Ashland Creek watershed widely

supportedby Ashlandresidents

Figure7: Attitude toward fuel management tools

Most Ashland residents support fuel management in the Ashland Creek
watershed, including the use of commercial thinning and prescribed fire

Surface and ladder fuel treatmen

Commercial thinning/density managemen

Prescribed fire

0%
°20% 400

100%

m Use More Often m Use infrequently m Don't Know = Don'tUse ' Unnecessary

Findings —Know ledge of and Support for AFR
Whatdo Ashland residents know, specifically, about the Ashland Forest Resiliency Stewardship

Project, and do they support AFR goals?

Most residents ofAshlandand the surrounding areg0 percenthad never heard of AFR prior
to receiving themail questiomaire. Twenty percent said they knew a little aboutR goals,
and only 4 percent kne a lot about AFR (see Figure 8).

11 | Southern Oregon University Research Center
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Figure8: Percent that kne about AFR prior to the survey

Most Ashland residents have never heard of AFR,
only a few know a lot about it

4%

m No, never heard of it
m Yes, but don't know about it
Yes, know a little about it

Yes, know a lot about it

As shown in Figure 9,08t people who did knowbout AFR prior to the surv€@6 percent)
learned about it through the local newspapeOnethird also said friends and neighbors were
an important source of informationOnly about 14 percent have visited the AFR website.
Relatively few people learneatbout AFR through a public lecture or field tour.

Figure9: Sources of knowledgabout AFR

If Ashland residents knew about AFR,
most learn about it through the local newspaper

Local newspaper
Friends or neighbors
AFR website

Public lecture

AFR newsletter

Public field tour

0% 9
10% 2095 30% 400

50%  60%

70%

m Percent of respondents who had heard of AFR
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Those people with prior knowledge of AFR weresdskeir opinion about project goals as they
understand them.The fdlowing commentsllustrate therange ofopinionthey expressed

U a¢2 NBRdAzOS GKS NR&a|l 2F S6AfRFTANB YlIAyfteées gA0GK &
managed for optimal wildlife health/habitat as well as keeping our water supply safe. | think
recreational oppoii dzy A G A $ &2l MBS Ay 3 | RRNBaaSR odzi LUY y2i

U dThe goals, as | understand, primarily involve reducing wildfire risk. | obviously support this goal.
To the extent that the goals include selling commercial "timber" | am not as supgpahtis/

2F (KS

GKAYl A0 A& AYLRNIFYyG G2 Sy3r3as | ff
YR y20GKAY

aL

az2ySiAaySa GKS Grt1 32S8Sa 2y G422 f2y13
U & 2 Siftehded, but some members may wish to overanage", muckin around in there do

YdzOK GKAY{1Ay3d (GKSe (y2¢6 ¢oKIG (GKS@ NB R2AYy3Io0odd

U at NBlGe ¢ Styetitshguil Sale indnaded for water supply for Ashlaasl this city
increases in size, water piped to Ashland fBuoite FallsMedford>Phoenix>Talent must
O2ylGAydzsS G2 ! aKfl yRHE

U abSgSail aitdzRASa akKz2g GKS 1Se G2 K2YS LINRPGSOGAZ2
no matter how loaded the fuels are in forests. Forest service fire science is stuck in the 1950's.

Don't allow any more homes in the interface, make sure thesahere are clear and let nature
GFr1S AGa O2dz2NASHE

0 dit's good that forest resiliency is being addressed. Active management of wild lands is the only
logical policy that can allow natural areas to thrive, given the proximity of man and our works.
‘Lety G dzNB GF1S AdGa O2dzNESU Aa yIFAGBS YR aK2NIaA

U aL tA1S GKSANI 3I2Fta FyR 0StAS@S Iff GKS STFTF2NI
never). | hope what AFR accomplishes can be a successful model foO@h¥ry dzy A G A Sa G2 d

Table 3 summarizesthe degree of supportio support among respondents with some
knowledge of AFR prior to receiving the questionnaire, based on this-epéad question.

Table3: Informed Opinion about AFR i®pen-ended Comments

Recurring dzLJLJ2 NISuppogSéiment Percent Count

Support 56.6 73

Support goals, but do not trust th@eople implementing them 5.4 7

Do not support 4.7

Needs more planning 2.3 3

52y Qi 1y26kb2 2LAYA2Y 3IAGBSY 31.0 40
Total 100 129
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All respondents, regardless of prior knowledge were given the following description of AFR and
asked whether or not theapprove of AFR goals

Ashland Forest Resilience Stewardship Project is a fire hazard reduction plan, developed jointly

by the Forest Service and the community of Ashland, to reduce the potential fordaade,

high severity fire inthe AshlandwatlS R® ¢ KS LX 'y Aa RSaA3aySR (G2 L
supply and to protect and enhance old growth forest ecosystems by creating a more fire

resilient landscape. Along with the U.S. Forest Service, AFR partners include City of Ashland, The
Nature Conservary, and Lomakatsi Restoration Project.

Figure 10 shows thaiverwhelminglyAshland residents apgr@S 2 ¥ | (@weécent)a2 | f &
describel above.

Figurel0: Opinion about AFR goals

Ashland residents overwhelmingly approve of AFR's goals

0
1/01%

m Strongly Approve

m Somewhat Approve

= No Opinion
Somewhat Disapprove

Strongly Disapprove

After this question, @spondents werenvited to express any concerns they have about l\FR
an openended format Based on an initial reviewhére were no partialar concerns that
stood out, but thefollowing comments illustratéhe range ofconcernsarticulated

U dPreservation of old growtforest ecosystems is not necessarily a worthy goal. Overall forest
health, along with human benefit, is a better starting point. Gostefit analysis belongs in
GKSNB a ¢Stttz ft2y3 gAGK | O2yOSNY F2NJ Llzof A O
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U ahyfeée {KI {acdoding totie bektzsgleSce, independently determined outside of the
US Forest Service. The Forest Service cannot always be trusted to make the best decisions on its
26y 6AGK2dzi AYRSLISYRSYy(G NBOJASH PE

U Ga¢2 bONBIFGSH | FANB N&nathral deBingsiand deofyRtants}"Cosating'2 dzf R
anything in the forest is usually man made and-seliving with little thought of the whole
LIA Ol dzNB o ¢

U G¢CKSNBE IINB G(G22 YlIye LIS2LS gAGK @GFNARFotS Ay Lz
consensushat is financially feasibl&’he U.S.F.Sods a fine job w/o all the rest of the people's

Ay Lddzi @ ¢
U G¢KS OAlGe 2F !'akKflyR Aa AyO2YLISiSy d-withéu? 6 SGSNE
OrAGe 2F ! AaKfFyYyRTEZ LUR adNRy3Ife& I LILINROSDE

U a2 S &K 2 dafv Bomgiérdial irtefeéts to take a strong hold for the sake of suppressing
wildfire. Careful thinning is ok, but not for the sake of profit. With forest management, profit
AYGiSNBaG 9 LlzotAO0 AyiSNBaaGg asSSy (2 O02YLISIGSodé

U &¢ K Sommkunity of Ashlan@s vagueHow are citizens appointed to work with the Forest
Service? I'm opposed to much input from those standing to monetarily gain from their
Ay @2t @SYSy (i oé
U a¢KS O2YYSNODAFE €233Ay3 02YLRYySyild asSSvya (2 oS
manage renwable resources, contributes to the local economy, tax base and forest
YIEYyF3aSYSyi oé
One respondentaised this concerabout AFR goals

G¢KSNE aSSya (2 0S Ylyeé @GFNASR FyR O2yiNRJSNEA
current political and economic climate it is difficult for the average citizen to discern which goals

are motivated by special interests of various groups and whiettsgare truly made for the good

2F 0KS Syg@ANRBYYSyid FyR OAGAT Syaoé¢

How muchtrust do residents of Ashland and surrounding aheeve inAFR interest groups?

Findings -- Trust in AFRCollaboration

A majority of residents have &east some trust in the foubFR partners (USFS, CofA, TNC and
Lomakatgiand KS Wiltb make good decisions about fuel reduction and forest restoration in
the watershed.As shown in Figure 11, peoptest The Nature Conservancy the most (54
percenthavefull trust in them)and Sothern Oregon Timber Industry Association the least
(only 6 percent give them full trust, 40 percent no trust at aMlpst residents do not fully trust
the Forest Service or the City of Ashland, butfoeest Service enjoys somewlsitonger
support thanthe City of Ashland (30 percent full trust compared to 19 percent).
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Figurell: Level of Trust in AFR Interest Groups

Ashland residents trust The Nature Conservancy most to make good
decisions about fuel reduction and forest restoration in the watershed

The Nature ConservancJ

Lomakatsi Restoration Project

Bl

Klamath-Siskiyou Wildlands Cente

U.S. Forest Service
City of Ashland
Southern Oregon Timber Industry Associatic

Southern Oregon Small Diameter Collaborati

-

s
0% 20% 409 g

60%
° 80% 1009

m Full Trust m Some Trust = No Trust © No Opinion

As shown in Figure 1he vast majority of Ashland residen&lfg believe thatcollaborative,
communitybased efforts to monitor fuel reduction in the watershatk important.

Figurel2: Attitude toward multi-party monitoring of AFR

Ashland residents strongly support collaborative,
community-based efforts to monitor AFR

4%

5%

m Very Important
m Somewhat Important
= Not Important

No Opinion
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Findings — Support for Forest Restoration

Finally, respondents were askétkir opinionabout forest restoration irsouthwest Oregon
more broadly not justin the Ashland Creek watershedwo-thirds said they had heard or read
about forest restoration prior to this surveyOf those peoplepne-third described what the
conceptof forest restoration means to them, as illustrated by these comments:

0 dt means returning the forest to a condition more like before fire suppression and

RSGSt 2LIYSY(ikSEGNT QliAzy

I OGADAGASE de

0 LiG &2dzyRa tA1S AGQa Iy S FoFlestdriginaldorestddia ( 2 NB

O2yRAGAZY D¢

U AW RSNEUIYR (KS Shdajhabte faiestryiRactive.|12 55 08 NI

Y2NBE NI RAOIFf LINY OGAOSa

GKFG O2yOSNY YSo¢

Table 4 shows commaneanings respondents associate withestrestoration,as reported in

guestion 4.1.

Table4: Meaning of forest restoratbn, common themes

Recurring Themes Percent (n=132)| Count
wSalG2NAY 3 (2 LooBiAs? dza = 23.5 31
Replanting 16.7 22
Thinning/Fuel Reduction 9.1 12
Preserving Healthy Environment 6.8

Preserve Old Growth 2.3

Prevent Big Fires 2.3 3

Figure 13showsl B a L2 YRSy 104 Q 3ISYSNI t | G 0 AntadeRyDf

f233¢
LQ@S | faz
G261 NR

Ashland residents are unsure whether or not forest lands in southwest Oregon neegtaige
restoration (55 percent are uncertain). They agree, however, that forest restoratiotatin
provide jobs and protect the environme(iZ6 percent) andthey ageethat it should involve
collaboration between natural resource agencies and the public (90 perceatyer than half

(41 percent) agree that restoration should focus only on the Wildldriohn Interface
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Figurel3: Attitudes toward forest restoration in southwest Oregon

Ashland residents are unsure whether or not forest lands in
southwest Oregon need largscale restoration

Public forest lands in southwest Oregon need
large-scale restoration.

Forest restoration can provide badly needed
jobs & economic development while protectin
the environment.

Forest restoration should involve collaboration
between natural resource agencies (like the U,S.
Forest Service) and the public.

Forest restoration efforts should focus only o
the Wildland Urban Interface (i.e., the forest

edge near town).
0% /

20%  40%

=

60%  80%

100%

m Strongly Agree m Agree m Uncertain Disagree = Strongly Disagree

Beyond these perspectives, respondents were asked their opinion about the primary goals of
forest restoration. As shown in Figure 1dére is widespread agreemeatong Ashland
residentsthat forest restoation should promote welfunctioning ecosystem®6 percent)

recover native plant and animal speci{@i percent) and reduce fuel accumulatioii82

percent). Thereis far less agreement that restoration should return forests to conditions that
existedbefore Europeanettlement (41 percent) ofocusprimarilyon protecting humans from
fire (19 percent)and Bwer than one in ten residents agreeidat forests shouldsimplybe

allowed to evolve without any more human intervention.

Ashland residents are aivalent about removing large trees in forest restoration. While only
one-third agree that large trees should never be removed in forest restorgB@rpercent
disagree and 31 percent are uncertaiohly 17 percent agree that trees, large and small,
shauld be removed in restoration efforts if scientific evidence suggests that is what the
landscape used to look liK89 percent disagreeppparently for many people, scientifically
established references areot sufficient to justify tree remoal in forestrestoration
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Figurel4: Attitudes toward forest restoration goals

Ashland residents support ecological more than historical goals
as drivers of forest restoration in southwest Oregon

The main purpose of restoration should be to promo
well-functioning forest ecosystems.

Forest restoration efforts should be used to help
recover native plant and animal species that are ra
and endangered in order to maintain biodiversity.

Forest restoration should alter fire behavior by
reducing the fuel that accumulated in the forest due to
fire suppression & past management.

Restoration efforts should return forests to condition
more like those before European settlement.

Large trees should never be removed in fore
restoration efforts.

Forest restoration should remove enough trees, larg
and small, in a particular stand if scientific evidence
suggests that is what the landscape used to look like.

The main purpose of forest restoration should be to
protect humans from fire.

We should allow forests to evolve without any mor
human intervention.

m Strongly Agree m Agree m Uncertain Disagree ' Strongly Disagree

Findings -- Sense of Place

The last items in the questionnaire were desigteaneasure the importance dbrests in the
Ashland Creek watershed ative toother things peoplevalue about the local communityin
fact,comments abouAshlandd Gy I (G dzNF £ & dzZNNB dzy RAy 3aé 6 SNB
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response to an opernded question aboutvhy people choose to live in Ashlan@ihose
responsewere coded for themes and summarizeg a frequency distributioand in Table 5.

Table5: Stated reasons for living in Ashland, rakdered

Recurmg Themes Percent (n=136) Count
Natural Surroundings 69.9 95
Cultural Values 35.3 48
Recreation Opportunities 324 44
Sense of Community 20.6 28
Weather 8.1 11
Small Town Atmosphere 7.4 10
Southern Oregon University 5.1 7
Close to Family 3.7 5
Thepublic school system 2.9 4
Ability to walk anywhere 2.9 4

The following comments illustratesome of ths sentiment

i

0When you look at a map of the US forested lands we are in the middle of a huge area of

forests, mountains and rivers. lalso ik&S A y 3 A Y

I G26y

g KSNB

0KS L2t A

GThe natural beauty of the area and what I'd term the generally "more evolved consciousness"
of the population | realize this term sounds elitidtprefer to think of it as being "wisely

RAZONRAYAYEF GAYIHHE

G¢KS yIFddzNFXt o6Sldzie FyR Of2as$s
the community to protect the environment. | can walk from my backyard and be in the

G6AT RSNYSEaa Ay o K2dNE

S LI

oeée

F2200¢

LINPEAYAGE (G2 AyO

O2f f I 62 NdreSidesisSleatyiwin? t& Wwoikk Solydther to make it the best
of I OS G2 tADSDE

GThe changing of this town and area from a lumber producing, cattle ranching and railroad town
I'yR Odzf Gdz2NB (G2 ¢KIFid 6S KI @S y2¢

YI1Sa

YS dzy KI L

Respondents wer also asked to rank the importance of a set of common reasons why people
value their local community (Question 5.4igure 15ank-orders these reasons for
contentment, and theresponsesonfirm the importance of the natural environmeand
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recreationalopportunitiesto residents ofAshland Those amenities are more important to

peoplethan the arts, civic institutions, and alternative cultural values.

Figurel5: Reasons for contentment in the local community

Natural Environment

Public Safety
Recreational Opportunities
The Arts

Civic Institutions

Services for the Elderl
Alternative Cultural Values
Economic Opportunity

Closer to Family

20%  40%

60%
80% 1000

Ashland residents highly value the natural environment
and recreational opportunities compared to other community features

m Very important
= Somewhat Important

Not Important

While thenatural environment, including thAshland Creek watersheis clearlyspecial to
many residents, oly onethird agree thatit ismore importantthan other NationaForest land
in southwest Oregoandnearly half disagrewith that statement(see Figurd.6). Yet many
respondents offered eloquent descriptions of their attachménforests inthe local

watershed, such as this comment:

d cannot believe how lucky weeato have natural areas likedbe on Mt. Ashland in our

backyard. | have hiked inlat of old growth areas up there, though | haven't yet visited all the
places | hope to. | want my son (now 18 months) to grow up knowing what if feels like to sit,

walk, play in an ancient forest. This is a very different feeling from being in a 2nd growth

otherwise managed forest and | think it makes us more human by helping us understand our

place on the planet. Protecting the yet unmanaged wild places in our régtbe most

A Y LJ2 NI | yiarestInrarnagmeCo mex
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Figurel6: Importance of theAshland Creek watershed

Some Ashland residents value the Ashland Creek watershed
more than other National Forest land in southwest Oregon

8%

m Strongly Agree
m Agree
Uncertain

39% Disagree

Strongly Disagree

21%

Findings —Final Comments

Respondents were given the opportunity to@ffiinal comments after completinidpe
guestionnaire.Many did so, and théollowingcomments illustrate some of the range of
sentimentexpressed.

U aL @rfdzS FyR gyl (G2 LINRBGESOG GKS yFiAGS FYyR ylI
needs of the community to enjoy our forest for recreational activities (skiing, mountain biking,
hikingetc.). In this way, when used appropriately, our forestdiance and are an integral part
2F 2dzNJ O2YYdzy Al & o¢

U ahdzNJ 61 GSNEKSR ySSRa (2 0S LINRPGSOGSR IyR LINBa&aS
surrounding it should never be even remotely put in jeopardy for any reasspecially for
reasons as rididaus as ski runs or ski area. There is a much bigger mind set to connect to for
economic opportunities in Ashland. | DO NOT want MANAGED FORIE$TSN cease to be a
forest and instead become landscaped. Leave what is-wild. Fire prevention is imptant
and integrity and honesty should be used in actions taken for forest management for fire
prevention when lumber company's or any private governmental body begins to benefit from
the sale of the timber removethings get muddy. A link free consumertaladog group to
2PSNBESS ¢g2dd R 0SS 322 RPE
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U a! ff 2dzNJ F2NBad fFyRa akKz2dzZ R 0SS #edBing | YR | O Af

agencies restrict or attempt to limit this availability by various means (closures, fees, etc.). |
believe everyone has thegtit to access public lands. | strongly support supervision and
enforcement when necessary. This land belongs to the peapd¢the US Forest Service. The

US Forest Service needs to continue their guardianship, but the comratddyge should be
allowed(and learn how) to protect this important and vital resource we are blessed with.
Hopefully, there will be a time when conflicting views can be welcomed and everyone works to

[atN

iKS F22R 2F (KS T2NBalsz gAtREATS YR O2YYdzy/ A

U daeé K2LIJS Aa varselinteredtstafd g@ups fiakySarrive &t a good middle ground on
forest restoration and we can move forward with action (sustained and uniformly applied).
Funding will continue to be a huge hurdle. My other hope is that we get past the idea that it is

(et

boltRb (2 LINRPRdzZOS NBGSydzS FNBY FT2NBad NBaidz2NI

Summary and Implications for Management

Compared to other amenitieghe onatural environment is valued most by Ashlan@ésidents
and many have a special connection to the Ashland Gre¢érshed, visiting the forests there
often. They particularly value thé y I G dzNJ &nd écBlogidzl iBtégritgf forestsin the

region. Whilepeopledo not viewforestsin the watershed & G dzy, K St K 8§& &l NS 02y O

aboutthe risk ofalarge sale highseveritywildfire, and therefore theysupport! C wiu@la
reductiongoals andactivities,includingcommercial thinning andse ofprescribed fire

Ashland esidents are not sure that National Forest land in bineaderregionneeds large scale
restoration, but where restoration is needegheoplebelieve the goals should be more
ecological (functional integrity) than historical (returgito presettlement conditions)Gven
the history of fire suppression and current fuel loadsd despite treauring wild forest
landscapesthere is little support among residents for allowiNgtional lBrests in the region
¢to evolve without any more human interventian.

In sum, there is strong support among Ashland residents for fuel reduction in the watershed
and ecologically based forest restoration in the broader region, as long as there is community
based monitoringand the planning is collaborativé-uel reduction and restoration projects

with these features should enjoy broad public support in Ashlandtbedurrounding area.
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Appendix A: Sample Demographics

Figurel5: Sample result compared to population dat&ender

Our sample closely matches the population on gender
60%
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20%
10%

0%
Female Male

m Sample = Population

Figurel6: Sample result compared to population datAgeCohort

Our sample overrepresents older residents
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m Sample = Population
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Figurel7: Sample result compared to population dataélousehold Income

Our sample somewhat underrepresents low income residents

50%
45%
40%
35%
30%
25%
20%
15%
10%
5%
0%

Less than $50,000 $50,000 to $100,000 More than $100,000

m Sample = Population

Figurel8: Sample result compared to population data, Residence

Our sample matches the proportion of the population
living in and outside the city limits
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Figurel9: Sample result compared to populatiotiata, Education
(Highest Degree AttainedAge >24)

Our sample overrepresents highly educated residents
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Appendix B: Frequency Distributions for Closed -ended Survey Questions

Part 1: Visits to Ashland Watershed and Forest Values

About how many times during théast 12 months have you
entered the forest in the Ashland watershed, beyond Lithia Park] Percent | Count

None 24.1 141
lor2 16.7 98
3to5 15.2 89
6to 10 11.3 66
Greater than 10 32.8 192

Total 100 586

LYIF3AYS GKIG @2dz O2dZf R daalLISyRé bwmnn MeanPercent
southwest Oregon are able to maintain their values. You may allocate the $10( Allocated
any way you like . . . (n=577)
Aesthetic¢ | value these forests because | enjoy the scenery, sights, sounds, s 13.1
etc. '
Biological Diversity; | value these forests because they provide a variety of fish 12.0
wildlife, plant life, etc. ’
Cultural¢ | value these forests becautieey are a place for me to continue to pass
: % ) 1.8
down the wisdom and knowledge, traditions, and way of life of my ancestors.
Economicg | value these forests because they provide timber, fisheries, minera
: " " 2. 5.9
tourism opportunities such as outfitting argiiding.
Futurec | value these forests because they allow future generations to know an 8.0
experience the forests as they are now. '
Historicg | value these forests because they have places and things of natural :
. : 2.4
human history that matter tane, others, or the nation.
Intrinsic ¢ | value these forests in and of themselves, whether people are prese 83
not. '
Learningg | value these forests because we can learn about the environment 34
through scientific observation or experimentation. '
Life Sustaining; | value these forests because they help produce, preserve, clea 20.7
and renew air, soil, and water. '
Recreationg | value these forests because they provide a place for my favorite 111
outdoor recreation activities. '
Spiritual ¢ | value these forests because they are a sacred, religious, or spiritua 51
special place to me or because | feel reverence and respect for nature there. '
Therapeuticg | value these forests because they make me feel better, physicall 74
mentally. '
Total 100
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Part 2: Forest Conditions and responsible Management in the Ashland Creek Watershed

In general, how would you rate the overall condition of the
forests in the Ashland Creek watershed? Percent | Count
Very unhealthy 0.5 3
Somewhat unhealthy 7.2 41
Somewhat healthy 45.2 256
Very healthy 27.4 155
Don®@know 19.6 111
Total 100 566

In your opinion, what are the chances of a largeale,high severity

fire occurring in the Ashland watershed in the next five years? Percent | Count

Very Unlikely 19 11

Somewhat Unlikely 13.0 75

Somewhat Likely 46.4 268

Very Likely 25.0 144

Don®@Know 13.7 79

Total 100 577

Please tell us how familiar you are with L Oh@&d the | know the
the following terms used to describe | L Qrig\&r heard| termXZ 06 dzii | meaningof Total
forest conditions and management. of the term know the meaning the term (n=589
Threatened and Endangered Species 0.9 0.7 98.5 100%
Fuel Reduction 3.1 6.2 90.7 100%
Prescribed Fire 5.3 8.9 85.8 100%
Ecosystem Management 1.9 15.8 82.2 100%
Ecological reference condition 51.6 35.7 12.7 100%
Historic Range of Variability 46.7 29.3 24.0 100%
Forest Resilience 7.5 27.6 65.0 100%
Succession 30.2 29.4 40.4 100%
Disturbance 24.2 32.5 434 100%
Legacy Tree 30.9 31.6 37.4 100%
Fire Adapted Ecosystem 20.7 28.2 51.1 100%
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Please respond to each statement to the best of your ability

indicating whether you believe it is generally false, generally| Generally | Generally | Not Total

true, or that you are not sure. False True Sure | (n=589
Y(_aar_s o_f flresuppr_essmn has increased the risk of severe 59 729 220 100%
wildfire in our regions forest.

Fires play an important role in controlling insect and disease 19 87.0 11.1 100%

outbreaks in forests.
Fires are not important for maintaining wildlifdabitat. 72.4 9.7 18.0 100%
Some trees', like ponderosa pine, grow better in open, sunny 27 596 376 100%
areas than in shaded ones.

Many plants require occasional fires so that new seeds or
seedlings can sprout.

Fires in one year araot influenced by fires in previous years. 59.2 10.0 30.8 100%
Prior to European settlement, forests were generally more

3.3 87.1 9.6 100%

open than they are today. 12.2 39.9 479 100%
How important are the followingmanagement Not Somewhat Very Total

issues to you? Important | Important | Important | (n=583
t NPGSOGAY3I ! aKf I yYRQa Ydzya 1.2 8.4 90.4 100%
Reducing wildfire risk. 14 21.6 77.0 100%
Limiting access by closing roads. 20.6 48.3 31.0 100%
Creating more designated wilderness area. 18.5 33.5 48.0 100%
Managing for increased recreation use 31.7 43.6 24.7 100%
Providing adequate habitat for sensitive wildlife species. 5.0 27.4 67.6 100%
Restorlng forests to conditions that existed befofege 14.7 50.1 35.2 100%
suppression.

Preserving old growth forests. 4.5 24.1 71.4 100%

In my opinion, surface and ladder fuel treatment in the Ashland watershed Percent| Count

An unnecessaryractice 1.2 7
A practice that should not be considered because it creates 11 5
too many negative impacts. :

Something that should be done only infrequently, in carefully selected areq§ 17.7 100
A legitimate tool that resource managers should use mafken. 57.8 327

| know too little to make a judgment about this topic. 223 126
Total| 100.0 | 566
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In my opinion, commercial thinning and density management
in the Ashland watershed is: Percent| Count

An unnecessary practice 2.8 16
A practice that should not be considered because it creates too many 59 30
negative impacts. ’

Something that should be done only infrequently, in carefully selected are§ 35.9 208
A legitimate tool that resourcenanagers should use more often. 42.9 249

I know too little to make a judgment about this topic. 13.3 77
Total | 100.0 | 580

In my opinion, setting prescribed fire in the Ashland watershed is: Percent| Count
An unnecessaryractice 1.7 10
A practice that should not be considered because it creates too many negative 6.0 35
impacts.
Something that should be done only infrequently, in carefully selected areas. 40.5 235
A legitimate tool that resource managers should us®re often. 37.2 216
I know too little to make a judgment about this topic. 14.5 84
Total | 100.0 | 580
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Part 3: Knowledge of AFRoject

Before this survey, had you heard or read about the
Ashland Forest Resilien&tewardship Project (AFR)? Percent! Count
b2 LQAS ySOSNI KSFNR 2F Al| e03 | 348
.84z LQ@®S KSIENR 2F AG odzi 16.3 94
,Saz LQ@WS KSENR 2F Al FyR 198 114
.84z LQ@OS KSI MNRabatfhe préjectlggalR, 3.6 i
Total | 100.0 | 577

If you heard about AFR prior to this survey, where did you hear about Percent

(circle all that apply) (n=163 | Count
| attended a public tour abouAFR in the watershed. 4.9 8

| attended a public lecture or meeting that discussed AFR. 11.7 19

L NBFR Fo2dz2i 'Cw 2y (KS /AdGeé 27F 135 22
| read AFR newsletters circulated via email. 8.0 13

| read about AFR in the local newspaper. 65.6 107

| heard about AFR from friends or neighbors. 31.9 52
Other 20.2 33

52 @2dz F LIINR @GS 2NJ RAAl LILINR G percent | Count
Strongly Disapprove 0.7 4
Somewhat Disapprove 1.2 7
Somewhat Approve 17.0 97
Strongly Approve 77.4 441
No Opinion 3.7 21
Total 100 570
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Please indicate your level of trust in the following groups to

make good decisions about fuel reduction and forest

restoration in the Ashlandvatershed. If you have no basis fo| No Some | Full No Total
2dzZRAYSyYy Gz LI SI&S YIFIN)] dy2 2 Trust| Trust | Trust| Opinion | n=580
U.S. Forest Service 8.8 55.1 | 29.9 6.2 100%
City of Ashland 10.7 | 63.8 | 18.6 6.9 100%
The Nature Conservancy 5.7 29.4 | 535 11.3 100%
Lomakatsi Restoration Project 4.0 19.7 | 38.1 38.3 100%
Southern Oregon Timber Industry Association 40.1 | 30.8 6.6 22.5 100%
Klamath-Siskiyou Wildlands Center 5.9 276 | 31.0 35.5 100%
Southern Oregon Small Diameter Collaborative 3.3 13.6 4.7 78.3 100%

2SQR fA1S G2 (y26 K2g A-YcaRrd I y
reduction in the Ashland watershed has this type of public oversigh percent | count

Not Important 35 20
Somewhat Important 19.2 109
Very Important 72.0 408
No Opinion 5.3 30

Total 100 567
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Part 4: Meaning of Forest Restoration

Before this survey had you heard or read about foreg

restoration in Southwest Oregon? Percent | Count

Yes 65.2 365

No 34.8 195

Total 100 560

Please tell us your level of agreement with the Strongly Strongly | Total
following statements. Disagree| Disagree| Uncertain | Agree | Agree | (n=579
Restoration efforts should return forests to
conditions more like those before European 4.8 14.0 39.9 30.0 11.3 100%
settlement.
The main purpose_of _restoratlon should be to 0.7 0.7 3.0 46.0 49.7 100%
promote well-functioning forest ecosystems.
Forestrestoration should alter fire behavior by
reducing the fuel that has accumulated in the forest 1.2 1.4 14.9 54.9 27.5 100%
due to fire suppression and past management.
We sho_uld aIIovv_ forests to evolve without any more 20.4 49.9 20.9 53 35 100%
human intervention.
Forest restoration should remove enough trees, larg
and small, in a particular stand if scientific evidence 9.2 29.6 445 14.6 2.1 100%
suggests that is what the landscape used to look lik
Forest restoration efforts should be used to help
recover native plant and animal species that are rar, 1.7 4.5 13.0 48.6 32.2 100%
and endangered in order to maintain biodiversity.
The main purpose of forest restoration should be to o
protect humans from fire. 12.1 51.8 17.0 16.3 2.6 100%
Large trgesshould never be removed in forest 8.6 8.8 311 20.7 10.8 100%
restoration efforts.
Public forest Ignds in southwest Oregon need large 21 75 549 295 6.0 100%
scale restoration.
Forest restoration efforts should focus only on the
Wildland Urbaninterface (i.e. the forest edge near 12.8 49.6 25.5 10.5 1.6 100%
town).
Forest restoration can provide badly needed jobs ar|
economic development while protecting the 1.7 1.9 19.2 57.7 19.5 100%
environment.
Forest restoration should involveollaboration
between natural resource agencies (like the U.S. 1.4 2.4 7.1 59.3 29.8 100%

Forest Service) and the public.
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Part 5: Sense of Place

Do you agree or disagree with the following statement?

G¢KS !'aKflyR / NB8S1 61 GSNJ

GKFY 2GKSNJ bl A2yl C2NXB| Percent| Count

Strongly Disagree 4.8 27

Disagree 27.5 156

Uncertain 20.6 117

Agree 39.6 225

Strongly Agree 76 43

Total 100 568

How important is each of these reasons to your Not Somewhat Very Total
contentment in the Ashland area? Important Important Important | n=583
The arts (e.g., theater; music; galleries) 7.0 39.3 53.7 100%
Economic opportunities 25.4 49.2 25.4 100%
Civic institutions (e.g., schools; libraries; city 6.4 416 520 100%
government)
Recreational opportunities 4.0 31.8 64.2 100%
Alternative Cultural Values 24.6 39.5 35.9 100%
Public safety (e.g., littlecongestion; low crime rates) 1.9 28.6 69.5 100%
Ser_\(l.ces for the elderly (e.g., medical and retiremel 16.3 48.2 35.5 100%
facilities)
Natural environment (e.g., forests; water; wildlife) 0.3 10.2 89.5 100%
To be closer to family 49.5 21.9 28.6 100%
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Part 5: Demographics

How long have you lived in Ashland or the surrounding area| percent | Count
Less than 10 years 26.5 154
10 to 19 years 24.4 142
20 to 29 years 22.0 128
30 years or more 271 158
Total | 100 582
What is your age? Percent | Count
35 years or youngerMillennials) 7.9 45
36 to 51 years (X Generation) 18.7 107
52 to 66 years (Baby Boomers) 45.7 262
67 years or older (World War Il Generation) 27.7 159
Total 100 573
Are you? Percent Count
Male 44.8 259
Female 55.2 319
Total 100 578
What is the highest level of education you have completed?| percent Count
Less than High school diploma 0.3 2
High school diploma or GED 10.3 59
2-yearvocational or Associates degree 14.1 81
I OKSt 2NRa RS3INEBS 36.2 208
Graduate degree 39.1 225
Total 100 575
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What is your approximate annual household income before taxé parcent! Count
Less than $25,000 13.9 72
$25,000 to$49,999 21.0 109
$50,000 to $74,999 26.4 137
$75,000 to $99,999 18.7 97
$100,000 to $149,999 135 70
$150,000 or more 6.6 34

Total| 100 519
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Appendix C. Survey Instrument

Forests in the Ashland Creek Watershed:

What do you value about these forests?
Your response is important!

Administered by Southern Oregon University Research Center, 2012
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What is the purpose of the survey?

Purpose: This questionnaire has been developed by researchers at
Southern Oregon University working with The Nature Conservancy, City of
Ashland, Lomakatsi Restoration Project, and U.S. Forest Service. It is
designed to learn what the citizens of Ashland, and the surrounding area,
think about forest conditions and management in the Ashland Creek
watershed (i.e., forests above town and below Mt. Ashland). We are also
interested in your opinions about forest restoration in southwest Oregon
more generally. The results from this survey will inform future
management of forests in the region.

Questionnaire Instructions: It is important that the person to whom the
survey was addressed complete the questionnaire. For each question,
please choose the answer that most closely reflects your perspective and
experience. Even if you are unfamiliar with certain issues, it is important
that you tell us that as well. Your answers and comments will be kept
confidential. If there are issues about the Ashland watershed and forest
restoration not covered in this survey that are important to you, please
share your thoughts at the end of the questionnaire. Please print clearly
and circle the number that indicates your response for each item.
Completing the survey will take about twenty minutes.

When you are finished, place the questionnaire in the enclosed, postage-
paid envelope and mail it back to us. Thank you in advance for your
thoughtful response to our survey. Your participation is very much
appreciated.

Future Opportunity: We are also interested in how peoples’ opinions
change over the next several years as management efforts unfold and
forest conditions change. If you would like to be included in future opinion
research about forests in the region, then please provide your contact
information on page 11 of this questionnaire.

If you have questions, please don’t hesitate to contact us by
phone: (541) 552-6761 or Email: shibleym@sou.edu
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Part 1: First we need to ask you a few questions specifically about the forests in the Ashland
Creek watershed. By “watershed” we mean the forest landscape above town and below Mt.
Ashland that drains into Ashland Creek. Most of this 15,000-acre watershed is federal land
managed by the US Forest Service. The map on the front cover roughly illustrates this area, as
does the picture below (photo by Sean Bagshawy).

P1.1  What do you value most about the forests in the Ashland Creek watershed (the forested area captured in the
photo above, between the City of Ashland in the foreground and Mt. Ashland in the background)?

P1.2  About how many times during the last 12 months have you entered the forest in the Ashland watershed, beyond
Lithia Park? (Please circle one response.)

None 1 or 2 times 3 to 5 times 6 to 10 times 10 times or more

P1.3  What do you do, primarily, when you enter the forest in the Ashland watershed above town and beyond Lithia
Park? If you haven’t entered the forest in the last 12 months, then skip this question.
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National Forests hold different values for different people. Some of these values are connected to direct
use of the forest (such as recreation). Some people value the forest without setting foot in it (such as
knowing that future generations will have the opportunity to enjoy it as it is now). Listed below are some
of the best known values of National Forests. We would like to know how important each of the following
values is to you regarding National Forests in southwest Oregon.

P14 OIHMI ¢ IGO0 IO 7 €1/ €T ¢ PN National Forests in southwest Oregon are able to

maintain their values. You may allocate the $100 in any way you like, but your total spending may not exceed $100.

You might spend all $100 on one value (and $0 on all the others), or you might spend $50 on one value, $25 on another
value, and $25 on yet another value. Remember, the total dollars you spend should equal $100. (Reference to money is
not made to actual money, your own or the Forest Servillil® S2B@T

S___ Aesthetic value ¢ value these forests because | enjoy the scenery, sights, sounds, smells, etc.

S___ Biological diversity value 4 value these forests because they provide a variety of fish, wildlife, plant life, etc.

S___ Cultural value 4 value these forests because they are a place for me to continue to pass down the wisdom and
knowledge, traditions and way of life of my ancestors.

S___ Economic value ¢4 value these forest because they provide timber, fisheries, minerals, or tourism opportunities
such as outfitting and guiding.

S____ Future value 3 value these forests because they allow future generations to know and experience the forests as
they are now.

S____ Historic value ¢4 value these forests because they have places and things of natural and human history that
matter to me, others, or the nation.

S___ Intrinsic value ¢4 value these forests in and of themselves, whether people are present or not.

S___ Learning value ¢4 value these forests because we can learn about the environment through scientific
observation or experimentation.

S____Life sustaining value 4 value these forests because they help produce, preserve, clean, and renew air, soil, and
water.

S____ Recreation value ¢ value these forests because they provide a place for my favorite outdoor recreation
activities.

S___ Spiritual value ¢4 value these forests because they are a sacred, religious, or spiritually special place to me or

because | feel reverence and respect for nature there.
S Therapeutic value 4 value these forests because they make me feel better, physically or mentally.

$ 100 Total Value Allocation

Part 2: Now we are interested in your opinions about forest conditions and responsible management in the
Ashland Creek watershed specifically. Even if you are unfamiliar with certain items, it is important that you
tell us that as well. For each question, please circle the answer that most closely reflects your opinion.

P2.1 Ingeneral, how would you rate the overall condition of the forests in the Ashland Creek watershed?

Very Somewhat Somewhat Very Don’t
Unhealthy Unhealthy Healthy Healthy Know
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P2.2  Inyour opinion, what are the chances of a large-scale, high severity fire occurring in the Ashland watershed in
the next five years?

Very Somewhat Somewhat Very Don’t
Unlikely Unlikely Likely Likely Know

P2.3  There has been much public discussion lately about forest ecology and management in the Ashland watershed,
but some terms used by resource professionals may not be familiar to many people. Please tell us how familiar you are
with the following terms used to describe forest conditions and management. (Circle one number for each term.)

I've never heard | I've heard of the term, but | | know the meaning
of the term don’t know the meaning of the term
Threatened & endangered species 1 2 3
Fuel reduction 1 2 3
Prescribed fire 1 2 3
Ecosystem management 1 2 3
Ecological reference condition 1 2 3
Historic range of variability 1 2 3
Forest resilience 1 2 3
Succession 1 2 3
Disturbance 1 2 3
Legacy tree 1 2 3
Fire adapted ecosystem 1 2 3

P2.4 We'reinterested in learning more about what you think about wildfires in southwest Oregon forests, including
the Ashland Creek watershed. Please respond to each statement to the best of your ability by indicating whether you
believe it is generally false, generally true, or that you are not sure. (Circle one number for each statement.)

Generally false | Generally true | Not sure

Years of fire suppression has increased the risk of severe 1 ) 3
wildfire in our region’s forests.
Fires play an important role in controlling insect and disease 1 ) 3
outbreaks in forests.
Fires are not important for maintaining wildlife habitat. 1 2 3
Some trees, like ponderosa pine, grow better in open, sunny

: 1 2 3
areas than in shaded ones.
Many plants require occasional fires so that new seeds or 1 5 .
seedlings can sprout.
Fires in one year are not influenced by fires in previous years. 1 2 3
Prior to European settlement, forests were generally more 1 2 3
open than they are today.
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P2.5 U.S. Forest Service managers are faced with numerous concerns in the Ashland Creek watershed. How
important are the following management issues to you? (Circle one number for each concern.)

Not Somewhat Very
important | important | important
Protecting Ashland’s municipal water supply il 2 3
Reducing wildfire risk 1 2 3
Limiting access by closing roads 1 2 3
Creating more designated wilderness area 1 2 3
Managing for increased recreation use 1 2 3
Providing adequate habitat for sensitive wildlife species 1 2 3
Restoring forests to conditions that existed before fire suppression 1 2 3
Preserving old growth forests 1 2 3

The next few questions ask for your opinions about specific practices resource managers can use to change
environmental conditions in the Ashland watershed. Please read the following paragraphs, and then answer
the questions below. (For each of the following questions, circle the answer that best matches your opinion.)

For nearly a century, natural resource managers put out all wildfires. However, scientists have learned in recent years
that wildfires are an important part of how nature works. Conditions in many forests, including the Ashland Creek
watershed, now differ substantially from how they looked and functioned a century ago. Fire suppression has allowed
leaves, dead branches, other debris, and small trees to build up over time, increasing “fuel” that promotes hotter and
larger fires. In many parts of the Ashland watershed, trees are more numerous than before but also smaller, so they are
more likely to burn in a fire. Public resource managers now promote ways to allow fires to burn more naturally and less
dangerously in forests like those in the Ashland Creek watershed. To do this, they reduce the amount of fuel and
abundance of smaller trees to return forests to conditions more like what existed before fire suppression. Some
practices that can do this are:

Surface and ladder fuel treatment —Managers can use chainsaws or other tools to reduce the number of shrubs and
small trees where they are so numerous that they increase the size and severity of wildfires. This cut material is
typically dispersed or piled and burned since it has little or no commercial value.

Commercial thinning and density management — In overly dense forests, where competition threatens tree vigor,
some smaller trees with commercial value (i.e., greater than 7 inches in diameter at the base) can be selected to be
cut and removed using chainsaws and logging equipment. These sellable logs are a byproduct but not the goal of fuel
reduction and restoration, which generally leaves the largest trees.

Prescribed fire — Also called controlled burning, this practice can involve 1) intentionally setting fires in ways that can
be controlled to produce desired conditions; 2) letting a naturally caused fire burn within predetermined boundaries
and conditions under close and careful watch.

P2.6 In my opinion, surface and ladder fuel treatment in the Ashland watershed is:

an unnecessary practice.

a practice that should not be considered because it creates too many negative impacts.
something that should be done only infrequently, in carefully selected areas.

a legitimate tool that resource managers should use more often.

| know too little to make a judgment about this topic.

LR Sl
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P2.7

o b s

P2.8

1 0 e

In my opinion, commercial thinning and density management in the Ashland watershed is:
an unnecessary practice.

a practice that should not be considered because it creates too many negative impacts.
something that should be done only infrequently, in carefully selected areas.

a legitimate tool that resource managers should use more often.

I know too little to make a judgment about this topic.

In my opinion, intentionally setting prescribed fire in the Ashland watershed is:

an unnecessary practice.

a practice that should not be considered because it creates too many negative impacts.
something that should be done only infrequently, in carefully selected areas.

a legitimate tool that resource managers should use more often.

| know too little to make a judgment about this topic.

Part 3:

Next we’d like to ask your opinion about current forest management efforts in the Ashland watershed.

P3.1

Before this survey, had you heard or read about the Ashland Forest Resiliency Stewardship Project (AFR)?

(Please circle the one that best fits your experience.)

P3.2

P3.3

1. No,I've never heard of it.  m—(-  Skip to question P3.4
2. Yes, I've heard of it but don’t know what it involves. 4

3. Yes, I've heard of it and know a little about the project goals.

4. Yes, I've heard of it and know a lot about the project goals.

If you heard about AFR prior to this survey, where did you hear about it? (Circle all that apply.)
1. lattended a public tour about AFR in the watershed.

| attended a public lecture or meeting that discussed AFR.

| read about AFR on the City of Ashland’s AFR website.

| read AFR newsletters circulated via email.

| read about AFR in the local newspaper.

I heard about AFR from friends or neighbors.

Other

Moy b W

If you do know something about AFR, what is your opinion about the project goals as you understand them?
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The next few questions ask for your opinion about specific issues related to the Ashland Forest Resilience
Stewardship Project (AFR). Please read the following paragraph, and then answer the questions below.

Ashland Forest Resilience Stewardship Project is a fire hazard reduction plan, developed jointly by the Forest Service and
the community of Ashland, to reduce the potential for large-scale, high severity fire in the Ashland watershed. The plan
is designed to protect the City’s water supply and to protect and enhance old growth forest ecosystems by creating a
more fire resilient landscape. Along with the U.S. Forest Service, AFR partners include City of Ashland, The Nature
Conservancy, and Lomakatsi Restoration Project.

P3.4  We'd like to know your opinion about the Ashland Forest Resiliency Stewardship Project as described in the
paragraph above. Do you approve or disapprove of AFR’s goals. (Circle the answer that best matches your opinion.)

Strongly Somewhat Somewhat Strongly No
Disapprove Disapprove Approve Approve Opinion

P3.5 Please describe, briefly, any concerns that you have about AFR, as described above.

P3.6  Please indicate your level of trust in the following groups to make good decisions about fuel reduction and forest
restoration in the Ashland watershed. If you have no basis for judgment, please mark “no opinion.”
(Circle one number for each organization.)

No Some Full No
Trust Trust Trust Opinion

U.S. Forest Service 1 2 3 4
City of Ashland 1 3 4
The Nature Conservancy 1 2 3 4
Lomakatsi Restoration Project 1 2 3 4
Southern Oregon Timber Industry Association 1 2 3 4
Klamath-Siskiyou Wildlands Center 1 2 3 4
Southern Oregon Small Diameter Collaborative 1 2 3 4
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P3.7  Local groups, like those listed in the previous question, are working with the U.S. Forest Service to monitor AFR’s
effectiveness in achieving project goals. This collaborative, community-based effort is gathering data to track AFR and
inform future management decisions. We’d like to know how important it is to you that large-scale fuel reduction in the
Ashland watershed has this type of public oversight. (Circle the answer that best matches your opinion.)

Not Somewhat Very No
Important Important Important Opinion

Part 4: Finally, we need to ask a few questions about forest management in the broader region, beyond the
Ashland watershed. There are a variety of perspectives among resource managers, interest groups, and the
public about forest restoration in southwest Oregon and the tools used to achieve restoration goals.

P4.1  Before this survey had you heard or read about forest restoration in southwest Oregon?
___No

___Yes mmmmp Ifyes, then please tell us where you heard about it and what the concept of forest
restoration means to you?

P4.2  We'd like to know your opinion about the broad goals of forest restoration on National Forest land in southwest
Oregon. Please tell us your level of agreement with the following statements. (Circle one number for each statement.)

Strongly Strongly
Disagree | Disagree | Uncertain Agree Agree
Restoration efforts should return forests to conditions more like those before
European settlement. : 4 3 4 2
The main purpose of restoration should be to promote well-functioning forest
ecosystems. 1 £ 3 4 s
Forest restoration should alter fire behavior by reducing the fuel that has
accumulated in the forest due to fire suppression and past management. 5 2 - ~ =
We should allow forests to evolve without any more human intervention. 1 2 3 4 5
Forest restoration should remove enough trees, large and small, in a particular
stand if scientific evidence suggests that is what the landscape used to look like. 4 2 = 4 3
Forest restoration efforts should be used to help recover native plant and
animal species that are rare and endangered in order to maintain biodiversity. L 2 3 4 3
The main purpose of forest restoration should be to protect humans from fire. i 2 3 4 5
Large trees should never be removed in forest restoration efforts. 1 2 3 4 5
Public forest lands in southwest Oregon need large-scale restoration. 1 2 3 4 5
Forest restoration efforts should focus only on the Wildland Urban Interface
(i.e., the forest edge near town). 1 & 3 % 2
Forest restoration can provide badly needed jobs and economic development
while protecting the environment. 1 2 3 A -
Forest restoration should involve collaboration between natural resource
agencies (like the U.S. Forest Service) and the public. 1 2 3 4 3

45 | Southern Oregon University Research Center




Public Perceptions of AFR and Forest Restoration | 2012

10

Part 5: In this last section, we would like to learn more about you and your connection to Ashland and the
surrounding area. All your responses are strictly confidential.

P5.1  When you think of Ashland and the surrounding area, what do you consider to be the most special place in or
near this community? Please be specific.

P5.2 Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? “The Ashland Creek watershed is more important to me
than other National Forest land in southwest Oregon.” (Circle the answer that best matches your opinion.)

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly

Di i A
isagree Uncertain gree Agree

P5.3  People choose to live in Ashland and the surrounding area for a variety of reasons. Briefly describe what is most
important to you about living in or around this community.

P5.4 Here are some common reasons why people value their local community. How important is each of these
reasons to your contentment in the Ashland area? (Please circle one number for each reason.)

Not Somewhat Very
Important | Important Important
The arts (e.g., theater; music; galleries) 1 2 3
Economic opportunities 1 2 3
Civic institutions (e.g., schools; library; city government) 1 2 3
Recreational opportunities 3 2 3
Alternative culture values 1 2 3
Public safety (e.g., little congestion; low crime rates) 1 2 3
Services for the elderly (e.g., medical and retirement facilities) 1 2 3
Natural environment (e.g., forests; water; wildlife) 1 2 3
To be closer to family 1 2 3

P5.5 Where do you currently live? (Circle the answer that best describes your residence.)
Inside the Ashland city limits, above Siskiyou Blvd (toward Mt. Ashland)

Inside the Ashland city limits, below Siskiyou Blvd (away from Mt. Ashland)

Near Ashland, but outside the city limits

8w e

I don’t currently live in or near Ashland
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P5.6 How long have you lived in Ashland or the surrounding area? years

P5.7 Please list by name any organizations you belong to (as an employee, member or volunteer) that have a
significant interest in the management of National Forests in southwest Oregon.

P5.8 Whatis your age? years
P5.9 Areyou? 1. Male 2. Female

P5.10 What is the highest level of education you have completed? (Please circle one.)

Less than High school diploma  2-year vocational or Bachelor’s Graduate
High school diploma or GED Associates degree degree degree

P5.11 What is your approximate annual household income before taxes? (Please circle one.)

Less than $25,000- $ 50,000- $75,000- $100,000- $150,000 or
$25,000 49,999 74,999 99,999 149,999 more

*¥*%** Future Opportunity to Share Your Opinion about Forests in the Watershed *****

This survey was designed to learn what the citizens of Ashland and the surrounding area think about forest
conditions and management in the Ashland Creek watershed, and what they think about forest restoration in
southwest Oregon more generally. We are also very interested in how peoples’ opinions change over the next
several years as AFR (Ashland Forest Resiliency Stewardship Project) is implemented and forest conditions in
the watershed begin to change.

In order to capture the broadest range of opinion about forest conditions and management in our region, it is
crucial that as many people as possible who completed this initial survey also complete two brief follow-up
surveys, scheduled for summer 2013 and summer 2015. We will contact you for these important follow-up
studies ONLY if you give us your name and contact information below. That information will be kept
confidential; no one other than the research team will have access to it; and you will only be contacted about
the two follow-up surveys. If you agree to participate in this important work, then we will send you email in
summer 2013 and ask you to complete a short, web-based questionnaire similar to this one. If you have any
questions, we’'d be happy to talk with you. Contact us by phone (541) 552-6761 or email shibleym@sou.edu.

Name: Email: Phit:
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In the space below, please provide any additional comments you have regarding forests in
the Ashland Creek watershed, AFR, or forest restoration in the southwest Oregon.

Please mail the survey back to us in the self-addressed, pre-paid envelope. Your opinions will inform
future management of the Ashland Creek watershed and forest restoration in our region. Thank you
very much! For more information about the Ashland Forest Resiliency Stewardship Project, including

the results of this survey, please visit http://www.ashland.or.us/Sectionindex.asp?SectionID=503.
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Appendix E: Contact Mailings

Letter of Introduction

$0| ...+ OREGON
'-"J‘UNIVERSITY

February 10, 2012

Mark Shibley AFR3441

664 Windemar Dr

Ashland OR 97520-9094
“IIIIIIIIIIllIIIIII"IIIIII'II"IIIllllllllllIIIIII'IIIIIIIII

Dear Mark,

A few days from now you will receive in the mail a brief questionnaire for an important research project
being conducted by Southern Oregon University. It concerns how residents of Ashland, and the
surrounding area, think about forest conditions and management in the Ashland Creek watershed and in
southwest Oregon more generally.

| am writing in advance because we found many people like to know ahead of time that they will receive
a questionnaire in the mail. In a few days the questionnaire will arrive in an envelope with a bright
yellow sticker that reads, “AFR Survey Enclosed.”

This important study will document what residents of Ashland value about the forests in their watershed
and whether their expectations for management of those forests are being met. The results of this
survey will inform future management of forests in the region.

Thank you for your time and consideration. It is only with the generous help of people like you that our
research can be successful.

Sincerely,

%Aa.ﬂ_ﬁ

Mark A. Shibley
Professor of Sociology
Southern Oregon University Research Center

Southern Oregon University Research Center (SOURCE) « 1250 Siskiyou Boulevard « Ashland, Oregon 97520-5062
TEL 541-552-6278 « FAX 541-552-6439
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Cover Letter

$O|.uil:.r: OREGON
?,,_J’UNIVERSITY

February 16, 2012

Mark Shibley
664 Windemar Dr

Ashland, OR 97520-9094
IAmmagmalmmamimammimmang

Dear Mark:

i am writing to ask for your help in a study of Ashland residents being conducted for the
Ashland Forest Partnership. This study is part of an effort to learn what residents of Ashland,
and the surrounding area, think about forests in the Ashland Creek watershed and what they
think about forest restoration in southwest Oregon more generally.

We are contacting a random sample of local residents to ask what they value most about the
forests in the watershed, what they think about the condition of those forests, and what their
opinion is about forest restoration goals in the region. You have been chosen as part of that
randomly selected group to participate in this survey by completing the enclosed questionnaire.

Results from the survey will be used to help the Ashland Forest Partnership better understand
public perspectives on forest conditions and management in the Ashland Creek watershed. By
better understanding public opinion, the Partnership can be more responsive to residents’
concerns about management goals and activities.

Your answers are completely confidential and will be released only as summaries, in which no
individual’s answers can be identified. When you return your completed questionnaire, your
name will be deleted from the mailing list and never connected to your answers in any way. The
survey is voluntary. However, you can help us very much by taking a few minutes to share your
values and opinions about forests in the Ashland Creek watershed and the broader region.

If you have any questions about this survey, please call me at (541) 552-6761 or send an email
to shibleym@sou.edu. Thank you for helping with this important study.

Sincerely,

‘théa.,ﬁ%

Mark A. Shibley
Professor of Sociology
Southern Oregon University Research Center

Southern Oregon University Research Center (SOURCE) « 1250 Siskiyou Boulevard « Ashland, Oregon 97520-5062
TEL 541-552-6278 « FAX 541-552-6439
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Reminder Card

80/ Southern OREGON
WUNIVERSITY

Thank you for completing the AFR Survey!

February 28, 2012

Last week we sent you a questionnaire seeking your perspective on forest conditions and management in
the Ashland Creek watershed. Your name was drawn randomly from a list of all registered voters in Ashland
and the surrounding area.

If you have already completed and returned the questionnaire to us, please accept our sincere thanks. If
not, please do so today. We are especially grateful for your help because it is only by asking people like you
to share your opinion that we can accurately understand public perspectives on forests and forest
restoration in our region.

If you did not receive a questionnaire, o if it was misplaced, please contact us by phone or email and we
will get another one in the mail to you today.

Sincerely,

Mark A. Shibley, Professor of Sociology shibleym@sou.edu (541) 552-6761
Southern Oregon University Research Center
uthern OREGON
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Final Mailing

S0 | Southern OREGON
YIUNIVERSITY

March 23, 2012

Mark Shibley AFR3438
664 Windemar Dr

Ashland, OR 97520-9094
lIlIIIIIIIIIllIIIIIII"llI'IIII"IIIIIlIIIIII'I"lIIIIIIIIIIII

Dear Mark,

Several weeks ago | sent you a questionnaire asking about your perspective on forests in the
Ashland Creek watershed and forest restoration in southwest Oregon more generally. To the
best of our knowledge, it’s not.yet 'been returned.

The comments of people who have already responded indicate numerous points of view on
forest conditions in the watershed and restoration goals in the region. People value many
things about national forests; they express a range of concerns about forest health; and they
support a variety of management goals. Some people don’t have much direct experience in the
Ashland watershed, and they don’t have strong opinions about how national forests are being
managed. We think these survey results are going to be very useful to community leaders and
natural resource professionals in our region.

We are writing again because your completed questionnaire is important for getting accurate
results. Although we sent questionnaires to many people in Ashland and the surrounding area,
it’s only by hearing from nearly everyone in the sample that we can be sure that the results are
truly representative. Of course, the survey is voluntary, and we will protect the confidentiality
of your responses to the questionnaire by making it impossible to connect an individual’s
answers with their name.

We hope that you will fill out and return the questionnaire soon. If you have any questions,
please call me at (541) 552-6761 or send an email to shibleym@sou.edu. Thank you for helping
with this important study.

Sincerely,

%w.lé_zﬁ

Mark A. Shibley
Professor of Sociology
Southern Oregon University Researgh Center

Southern Oregon University Research Center (SOURCE) '« 1250 Siskiyou Boulevard s Ashland, Oregon 97520-5062
TEL 541-552-6278 « FAX 541-552-6439
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