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Greater La Pine Community
Wildfire Protection Plan
2009 Update

E Purpose

Since its creation in December 2005, the Greater La Pine Community Wildfire
Protection Plan has been appliedtasas intended by wide variety of private
landowners and public agencies to decrease the risks of high intensity wildland fire in
the La Pine Basin.

The mission of the Greater La Pine Community Wildfire Protection Planpiotect
against loss ofife, property and natural resources as the result of Walad fire. The

Plan has met its mission and continues to serve as the leading dopuonvatihg

direction and guidance to those seeking to protect the resources of the La Pine Basin.

The Greateta Pine CWPP Steering Committee reassembled in April 2009 to review
events, projects anactivities that have occurred in the planning area that may have
influenced or otherwise changed the original priorities of the 2005 Plan.

Although reducing thesk of high intensitywildland fire is the primary motivation
behind this plan, managing the foremtsl wildlandgor hazardous fuslreduction and
fire resilience is only one part of the larger pictuResidents and visitodesire
healthy, fireresilientforestsand wildlandghat provide habitat for wildlife, recreatiain
opportunities, and scenic beauty.

The Steering Committee further refined the purpose of the Greater La Pine Community
Wildfire Protection Plan:

¥ To protect lives and property fromIldiand fires;

¥ Toinstill a sense of personal responsibility and provide steps for taking
preventive actions regarding wildland fire;

¥ To increase public understanding of living in a-fadapted ecosystem;

¥ To increase the communityOs ability to preparedepond to and recover from
wildland fires;

¥ To restore fireadapted ecosystems; and

¥ To improve the fire resilience of the landscape while protecting other social,
economic and ecological values.
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This updateoutlines theevisedpriorities, strategies amaction plans for fuels
reduction treatments in the wildland urban interfatke updategainaddresses
special areas of concesnch agvacuation routesnd makes recommendations for
reducing structxal vulnerability inprioritizedcommunities at ris This update is
designed as an addendum to the 2005 CWPP which remaimgavehicle for fuels
reduction,educationaland otheprojectsto decrease overall risks of loss from
wildland fire

E Collaboration

In 2002, President George Bush established the Healthy Forests Initiative (HFI) to
improve regulatory processes to ensure more timely decisions, greater efficiency and
better results in reducing the risk of catastrophic wildfire.

In 2003, thdJS Congrespassed historical bpartisan legislation: the Healthy Forests
Restoration Act (HFRA). This legislation directs federal agencies to collaborate with
communities in developing hazardous fuels reduction projects, and in the prioritization
of treatment areasalefined by a Community Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP). It
further provides authorities to expedite t&ional Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
review and approvagrocess for fuels reduction projects on federal lafite Act
furtherrequires that @6 of funding allocated to HFRA projects be used to protect
communities at risk of wildland fire.

Since this enactment of this legislaticommunities havleadthe opportunity talirect
where federal agencigsacetheir fuels reductioefforts. HFRA #so allows

community groups to apply for federal funding to make communities safer against the
threat of wildland fire.

Although some of the authorities under HFI and HFRA have been subsequently
challenged in federal courts, all have been successipiigaled and the original intent
and authorities under each remain the same.

As aSteering Committee, community members of La Pine, Oregon came together with
representatives from La Pine Rural Fire Protection Disthietnewly incorporated City

of La Pine,Oregon Department of Forestry, the USDA Forest Service, the USDI
Bureau of Land Management, Deschutes CoantyProject Wildfir¢o develop the
Greater La Pine Community Wildfire Protection Plarhe plan was created in
accordance witlPreparinga Community Wildfire Protection Plan: A Handbook for
Wildland-Urban Interface Communitig€ommunities Committee, Society of

American Foresters, National Association of Counties, National Association of State
Foresters 2005).
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A draft of this addendum tihe Greater La Pine CWPP was available for public
comment for 30 days prior to the final signing and approval. Interested parties provided
comments for consideration by the Steering Committee during this period.

ThelLa PineCity Councilapprovedhe2009 Update to the Greater La Pidemmunity
Wildfire Protection Plamon . ThisCWPPUpdatewas also formally
adopted by Deschutes County by resoluicz009 on .

= Updated Background Informati on

In 2006 residents of La Pine voted to incorporate and form the City of La Pine,
Oregon. Thenewly incorporatedity is located approximately 30 miles south of Bend
along US Highway 97The greater La Pine area aisoludes the southern portion of
De<hutes County. Situated primarily among thick forests of lodgepole and ponderosa
pine,the City of La Pine is home to 1,610 residents véttotal estimatedbopulation of
18,000 in the greater La Pine area.

Situated at 4,300 feet mclassic wildlandirban interface environment, the La Pine

area is also home to abundant wildlife including deer, elk, mountain lion, and many
species of birds and fishWithin the planning area there is also a significant amount of
public land with developed and dispatsecreation sites which provide valuable
recreation opportunities to both residents and visitors. In the summer months, the
County estimates a transient population of up to 10,000 people that occupy these areas
creating a seasonal challenge for thoseeige responsible for fire suppression and
evacuation.

Historically, the La Pine basin was predominately meadow with scattered tracts of
lodgepole and ponderosa pine. Following logging in the first half of the 19000s many
of these stands naturally regpeated to lodgepole pine. Lodgepole pine is a species

that lives and dies by high intensity and active crown fires. It is therefore less desirable
from a wildland fire standpoint because of the risk these stands pose to the communities
of the La Pine b&in. Today, with less stand management, logging activity and highly
effective wildland fire suppression, the forestland is predominantly dense lodgepole
pine with some mixed stands of lodgepole and ponderosa pine. Much of the understory
consists of dendgeitterbrush and manzanita with some areas of native bunchgrasses.
Due to the lack of disturbance, these stands continue to become more and more
overcrowded.

As part of the ongoing wildland fire risk management of the surrounding public and
private foestlands, the US Forest Service, the Bureau of Land Management, Oregon
Department of Forestry, Deschutes County and private landowners are engaged in
hazardous fuels treatment projects across the planning area.
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TheBureau of Land Managememianages pation of the federal lands in the Greater
La Pine planning area and continues to make great strides to increase forest health and
reduce the potential for high intensity wildland fire.

The following is a snapshot 8LM fuels treatment projects overethastfew years.

¥ Newberry Estates Prescribed Bi¥ithis 40 acre project was completed in
spring of 2008.

¥ Newbery Mechanical Thinnindd This540 acre project, located on tvest
side of the Newberry Estatesmmunity, in between HWY 97 arRbsland Rd,
wascompleted in 2007.

¥ Little Deschutes Tract Prescribed Bt his 300 acre project wdsegan in the
springof 2009 and is located on the north side of State Red,Rn theeast
bank of the Little Deschutes River.

¥ Burgess Road Mechanical ThinniBJ his 150 acre project walinned during
summer of 2007. The project area is located offrite¥section of Burgess and
Huntington Roads.

¥ La Pine State Park Mechanical ThinnBd@his projectis located on the
southeast side dfa Pine State Park, ofth Sreetandwas completed ifall of
2008.

¥ Darlene Mechanical ThinningThis 1,200 acre project is located on teest
side of the La Pine Industrial Park, southeast to Sectiof Bé.projecis
slated to be done summer of 2009.

¥ Riverview Mechanical Tmning®This 30 acre project is located between
Riverview Road and Hwy 97 and is slated to be completed summer of 2009.

¥ Foster RoadPrescribed Burd This 200 acreroject is plannetb start in the
spring of 200%ndis located on the south side of &t&ec Roadyordering the
La Pine State Park.

The ultimate goal for these projects is to reduce the potential for high intensity fire that
can spread to tree crowns, requiring costly suppression efforts and causing large losses
on the landscape as welliasand around communities.

Oregon Department of Forestry (ODF) continues to work with large landowners in the
GreaterLa Pinearea reducing hazardous fuels and providing survivable spaces in and
around subdivisions.Through ODF grant programs, 53 egof private lands have

been treated.

Through ongoing funding opportunities including grants, Deschutes Cbhasty
reduced hazardous vegetation on over 700 acig®tide for a more fire safe
community

The La Pine community has experiencedrflarge fires that have threatened lives,
property, wildlife and the landscape in the recent past. In 2001, the Crane Complex

Greater La Pine Community Wildfire Protection Plan 4



Fire burned 713 acres and the Pine Forest Fire charred 120 acres, directly threatening
one of the largest residential subdigiss in the area. In 2003, the Davis Lake Fire
burned 21,181 acres and threatened homes and property at Wickiup Acres. In August
2005 the Park Firburnedl39acresand caused the evacuation of 500 people from the
La Pine State Park and over 200 residantsearby subdivisions.

Both lightningcaused and humataused fires continue to provide job security for local
initial attackfirefighters. Fortunately howevehdre hae been no major firecidents
(over 100 acregh the La Pine area since the@ption of this CWPP.

= Community Base Maps

The Steering Committee relied on tfa@lowing maps and GIS data:

¥ Greater La Pingvildland urban interfacboundary with nine identified
Communitiesat Risk, andall private& public land ownership

¥ Historical fire starts and large fire history

¥ Fire Regime Condition Class afitegon Forestlantirban Interface Fire
Protection Act of 1997 (SB 36@atings

¥ Crown Fire Potential

For updated planning purposes, the Steering Comenitiferenced this data and relied
on recent activities and fuels treatment projects in specific communities at risk.

= Community Profile

TheGreater La Pineommunity presents a unique challenge for the wildfire prani
process.Not only are the core city business and residential areas at significant risk
from wildfire, so too are the many subdivisions outside the city limits that have been
developed in the thick of nearby forests. Dense stands of trees, topodraphica
challenges and thick ground vegetation contribute to the overall wildland fire risk in the
Greater La Pine planning area.

The climatein La Pineis typical of the east slopes of the Cascade Mountains, with
most of the annual precipitation coming asteirsnow or fall and spring rains.
Summers are dry and prone to frequent thunderstdmese thunderstorms frequently
cause multiple fire ignitions

TheCity of La Pine restalong US Highway 97, a major transportation route through
the state.As cerral Oregon grows, more residents and tourists citwdhighwayand
increase congestion, particularly during the summer months when fire season reaches
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its peak As part of the central community, transportation roatesincluded in the
consideration ofhe WUI boundarydue to their critical role as roads and travel
corridors that link communities together and serve as evacuation routes.

Wildland Urban Interface Description

The Healthy Forests Restoration Act defines wildlarizhn interfac€WUI) asan area
within or adjacent to an aisk community that has been identified by a community in
its wildfire protection plan or, for areas that do not have such a planaasa

¥ extending ! mile from the boundary of an esk community,

¥ extending 1! milesfrom the boundary of an at risk communithen other
criteria are mesuch as austained steep slope or a geographic fettate
createsan effective firebreglor isclassified as fireondition clas$ land,

¥ orthatis adjacent to an evacuatiorute.

The Steering Committee reviewed and approved the WUI boundaries of the original
2005 CWPP. The Deschutes County line marks outhern edge of the WUI atite

Upper Deschutes River Coalition CWB@erders the WUI tohe north. The&ity of La

Pine ad seven of the nine identified communities at risk lie in the core of the Greater
La Pine WUI boundary. The vast majority of land adjacent to the identified
communities is federal land. The Greater La Pine wildland urban interface boundary is
approximagly 100 square milesSeemaps in Appendix A.

The Steering Committemnsidered the following nine Communities at Risk for
planning purposes

¥ Little Deschutes Riverb 7,391 acres with 577 structures
including named developmenSummit Acres, Lazy River,
Pine Crest Ranchettes, Holmes Acres, Bradcomb, Potters
Estates, Cagle Subdivision, La Pine Meadows, Sundown Park,
and Wickiup Commercial.

¥ Newberry EstatesD324 acres with 1Bstructures
¥ Ponderosa Pine® 1,023 acres with 331rsictures

¥ 6" & Dorrance Meadow 7,549 acres with 934 structures
including named developments: Conifer Acres, Lechner Acres,
Sand Lilly Estates, Woodland Park Homesites, Safarigcre
Glenwood Acres, Newberry Neighborhood, Timber Haven,
Rosland Vacation Plat, Ponderosa Pines East, Deschutes River
Acres, Rio Land, Bluewood, CL & D Ranch, Singing Pines,
South Park, Pierce Tracts, and DoraOs Acres.

¥ Masten Road Areab7,211 acres with 132 structures
including named developments: Wagon Trail North, Hockman,
The South Forty, and Deer Forest Acres.

¥ Day Road Corridor 5,122 acres with 1,726 structures
including named developments: Deschutes River Recreation
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Sites, Terra De Oro Estates, Parkway Acres, Meadowcrest
Acres, Tall Pines, Ammon Estates, Crane Prairie, Pine Meadows
Tracts, Bieler Boys Estates, DanielleOs Acres, Los Pinos, Alpine
Meadows, Jacobs@s North Addition, Forest View, CW Reeve
Resort, Lynne Acres, Anderson Acres, JacobsenOs South
Addition, Evergreen Park, and Ahern Acres.

¥ Huntington South 3,492 acres with 173 structures
including named developments: NewbdBysiness Park,
Hinkle Road Tracts, La Pine Industrial, Huntington Meadows,
Finley Butte and Roan Park.

¥  Wickiup Acres B33 acres with 26 structur&@mno fire
protection from La Pine RFPD, wildland fire protection only
from Oregon Department of Forgst

¥ Section36 D629 acres with 5 structur@no fire protection
from La Pine RFPD, wildland fire protection only from Oregon
Department of Forestry.

Fuel Hazards and Ecotypes
The Greater La Pine area is a mosaic of vegetation types including:
¥ Ponderosa pine
¥ Lodgepole pine
¥ Manzanita
¥ Bitterbrush
¥ Riparian areas

Ponderosa pineis currently found in meadows and in scadtetracts of lodgepole pine
stands.There are relatively few pure stands of ponderosa pine remaining in the La Pine
basin.

Historically, ponderosa pine forests contained more understory grasses and shrubs than
are present today. These plants combimit fallen pine needles, formed fdsirning

fuels that led to recurrent widespread burning. Frequeniritamsity ground fires that

occur with a fire return interval of 115 years characterize the fire regime for

ponderosa pine. The pattern of lomgnd fires and stand dynamics resulted in the

open parkike conditions that early inhabitants and visitors found in the region.

Less stand management, logging activity and highly effective wildland fire suppression,
have significantly altered the pondsea pine forest type. Removal of the larger

Oyellow belly® pines has dramatically decreased clumpy open forests, replacing them
with more evenly spaced and smaller OblzankO forests. Similar to other species of
conifer forest types, the suppressioriid has greatly increased the stocking levels
(number of trees) and density of trees, creating ladder fuels and putting the stands at
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risk of attack from insects and disease. These factors have contributed to more intense
fires in ponderosa pine forestsrecent years.

Maturelodgepole pinein central Oregon is characterized by dense, uniform stands, an
absence of other species, and a general lack of understory shrub or herbs (although
bitterbrush is often found with mature lodgepole pine). Lodggpokeforests exhibit

a moderate severity fire regime with a fire return interval between 60 and 80 years.

Fire in lodgepole pine stands can be low, moderate, or severe over time and often result
in full stand replacement.

In addition to fire, mountaipine beetles are worth noting as a significant disturbance
agent as the two processes are linked. The fire cycle in lodgepole pir@ds/éars

and occurs as follows: a stand replacement fire leads to stand regererddiesd

snags from the fire fatb the forest floor and fuels begin to accumulatéVindstorms
blow more trees to the grouhd Forest fires burn some of the downed logs and lead to
heart rot in the standing treks The heart rot stresses the stands and makes it
vulnerable to attack by ¢hmountain pine beetle A major outbreak of the mountain
pine beetle causes significant mortality and soon the conditions are ripe for another
stand replacement fire.

Manzanita is a shrub that occurs throughout the GreatePiba areaysually mixed

with other shrub species suchbitgerbrush. Manzanitais established both through
sprouts and seeds that are stimulatefirby Fires inmanzanitaare conducive to rapid
and extensive firgpread due to both physical and chemical characteridfiagzarita

is particularly susceptible to fire due to its stand density, presenadatiie materials

in the leaves, low moisture content of the foliage persistence of dead branches and
stems.

Bitterbrush occurs throughout the Greater La Pine area aaspkcts and elevations.

Fire severely damages bitterbrush, especially if rain is not received shortly after a burn.
Bitterbrush is fire dependent, but not fire resistant. It regenerates mostly from seed after
a fire and is often from caches of seeds niadeodents. Bitterbrush will sprout after
burning regardless of the severity of the burn and matures relatively quickly.
Consequently, the greater La Pine wildlamtan interface area is rich with patches of
bitterbrush that provide fireeady laddefuels for taller tree stands.

A riparian area is defined as the strip of moisttiming vegetation growing along the

edge of a natural water body¥he exact boundary of the riparian area is often difficult

to determine because it is a zone of transiietween the water body and the upland
vegetation. ThelLittle Deschutes River and Paulina Creek flilmough the greater La

Pine WUI boundary creatirigrge riparian areaaongthe middleandnortheastern

portiors of the planning areaVegetation typem these riparian areasry from

grasses, forbs and willows. The primary concern from a wildland fire perspective is

during the spring and autumn when the vegetation has either cured or OgreenupO has not
begun.
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The result of the fuel hazards and fortggies in the greater La Pine area is an

overgrowth of trees, forest floor fuels and an abundance of dead or dying vegetation
that contribute to a substantially elevated risk of wildland fires that are difficult to
control. These overly dense conditidead to fire behavior that produce flame lengths
over eight feet with crowning and torching that can result in stand replacement severity
fires.

Not only have large, stand replacement fires not occurred, but also the more frequent
low intensity fires haveot been allowed to burn eithefhis practice of fire exclusion
along with insufficient vegetation/fuels reduction has resulted ibuldup of

excessive live and dead fuels

= Community Assessment of Risk

The Steering Committee reviewed the assessment process for th&aedter La Pine
Community Wildfire Protection PlanThreeassessment methodologigsre utilized

the Oregon Department of Forestry Assessment of Risk Factors and Fire Regime
Condition Clas# Oregon ForestlandVildland Urban Interface Fire Protection Act of
1997 (SB 360) classification ratings. The group also used the National Fire Protection
Association (NFPA) 1144 Structural Vulnerability Assessment.

Since that time, no new data hasrbesllected that will show the significant amount of
treatmentperformed in the Communities at Riagkd their surrounding federal lands

The Senate Bill 360 Classification Committee is just now in the process of reclassifying
lands in ODF protected eais.

Ultimately, the Steering Committee agreed that without detaand new SB 360

ratings to confirm any measurable changes on the landscape, they willanijizbe

ODF Assessment of Risk Factors and NFPA 1144 Structural Vulnerability Assessment
as tools to evaluate prioritiesifthis update.

The group also agreed to only assess the Communities at Risk that have completed
significant fuels reductioand otheprojects: Newberry Estates and Ponderosa Pines.

ODF Assessment of Risk Factors
Risk of Wildfire Occurrence

The risk of wildfire occurrence refers to the likelihood of a fire occurring based on
historical fire occurrence, home density and ignition sources. The risk is based on
historical evidence of fire starts as well as ready igngmurces like abundant dry
lightning storms, debris burning, equipment use, juveniles, widespread camping, and
arson.
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The current conditioof the vegetation othe federal and private lands within the
greater_a Pine WUI poses an extreme risk of cataggtioloss fromwildlandfire. La
Pine is also threatened by the likely possibility of a crown fire sweeping into the
community, or by embers falling on the community from an adjagidiand fire

Hazard

The hazard rating describes resistance to cootrcé a fire starts based on weather,
topography (including slope, aspect and elevation), vegetation and crown fire potential.
As stated earlier, less logging activity and effective wildland fire suppression has led to
a forestland of dense lodgepole pimigh some mixed stands of lodgepole and

ponderosa pine. Much of the understory consists of dense bitterbrush and manzanita
with some areas of native bunchgrasses. Due to the lack of disturbance these stands
continue to become more and more overcrowded.

A wildland fire could start within the commuiets or in any of the forested areas
adjacent to and/or surrounding the commiasit Witha fire of any significanget

could be difficult to assemble the resources necessary to adequately addreseall of
fire and life safety issues theduld arise in the early stages of emergency operations.
The potential exists for a catastrophic wildland fire for any number of reasons, during
any time of year.

Values Protected

The human and economic values peted in the Greater La Pine planning area are
based on homeensity per ten acres and community infrastructure such as power
substations, transportation corridors, water and fuel storage, etc.

There are approximately 6,900 homes in the unincorporatadata Pine, with an
appraised value of $925 million. In addition, there are approximately 29,430 acres of
private land with an appraised value of $185 million. 170 businesses operate in the La
Pine area, with an appraised value of $71 million.

Theessential infrastructure includes utilities, roads, water and sewer systems and has
an approximate replacement value of $275,000 per mile for electrical transmission
lines; $150,000 per mile of electrical distribution lines; and $2 million per electrical
sub-station. Loss to roads, water and sewer systems would be minimal because most
are underground or otherwise not flammable.

If a large wildland fire occurs in this area which resulted in the closure of US Highway
97, the economic loss tocal businesesand central Oregon in generaluld exceed
$3.5 million per day.

Other Community Values

Of high importance to residents and business owners in LasRime value placed on
scenic beauty and recreational opportunities that exist on public latidgithin and
adjacent to the planning area.

Greater La Pine Community Wildfire Protection Plan 10



The loss of recreational use by visitors to the area as a result of scenic quality,
specifically large Oburn overO areas, will have an unknown economic impact not only to
the La Pine area, but to the remandf Deschutes County and neighboring cities like
Bend, Redmond and Sisteréf a large wildland fire occurs in this area, the result will

be catastrophic loss to both the developed and dispersed recreational opportunities in
the greater La Pine area.

Protection capability

Fire protection capability in the Greater La Pine planning area ranges from low to high
with an average ranking of moderate. The ratings are based on fire protection
capability and resources to control and suppress wildland amtuséidfires. The

ratings also consider response times and community preparedness.

La Pine Rural Fire Protection District

The La Pine RFPD provides first response structural and wildland fire coverage within
its 115 square mile service district. Thistiict provides Emergency Medical Services,
including Advanced Cardiac Life Support transport, within a 1,000 square mile
boundary.

Two communities within the greater La Pine \WAdlundaryare not protected by the La
Pine Rural Fire Protection DistridtVickiup Acresand Section 36. Both areas are
afforded wildland fire protection b®regon Department of Forestry.

TheDistrictis managed by a fiveiember elected board of directors. The District
consists ofL5 career and .3 volunteer positiongvolved directly in fireand EMS
operations The District also houses resident students who participate in the Fire/EMS
program at Central Oregon Community Colledd!. firefighting personnel have

received training in wildland firefighting practices, struatdire protectionand
suppression techniqueand other related topic§he District has adopted the National
Incident Management Systems (NIMS) Incident Command System and all personnel
have received training and continue to train in its use. Thefeareareer personnel

and 19 support volunteenst involved in fire and EMS.

The District works out of one centrally located fire station and two satellite stations. It
maintains a fleet ahree structural fire engines, three Advanced Cardiac Lifp&t
ambulanceghreeheavy brush engines, one light brush endimeewater tenders and
three staff/utility vehicles.

The District is a party to the Central Oregon Mutual Aid Agreement. In the event of a
major fire the department may request aasist from all other fire departments that

are signatory to the agreement. In addition to Central Oregon Fire Departments, this
includes The US Forest Service, Oregon Department of Forestry, and the Bureau of
Land Management. Conversely, when these agemaed assistance and the District

has resources available, it assists them. The La Pine Rural Fire Protection District and
Sunriver Fire Department cooperate in Oautomatic aidO which includes response zones
in certain parts of each district.
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OregonDepartment of Forestry

Within the greater La Pine WUI, private forestland is protected by the Central Oregon
District of the Oregon Department of Fore€i@DF). ODF provides wildland fire
response for fires burning on, or threatening private forestlganyag a Forest Patrol
Assessment. There are some areas within the greater La Pine WUI that receive dual
protection from ODF and the La Pine RFPD because they are located within the rural
fire protection district and are also classified as private farestvithin the ODF

district. In those cases La Pine RFPEvides initial response and transfers fire
command to ODF upon their arrival.

Oregon Department of Forespyovides one Type 6 engine in the La Pine area during
fire season, typically June thugh October Nine additional engines are available for
response in the Prinevillgisters unit. Statewide resources are also available to ODF
including initial attack hand crews, dozers, water tenders, helicopters, air tankers, and
overhead staff posdns.

USDA Forest Service andSDI Bureau of Land Management

The Forest Service and BLM provide wildland fire protection on the federal lands
within the greater La Pine area. Together, they are identified as the Central Oregon
Fire Management Service (COIS). COFMS includes the Deschutes National Forest,
the Ochoco National Forest, the Crooked River National Grassland, and the Prineville
District of the BLM. These four units are managed cooperatively under combined
leadership, with an Interagency Fireaiagement Officer, two Deputy Fire

Management Officers, and a Board of Directors including decision makers from both
agencies, with Forest Service District Rangers and BLM Field Managers. COFMS has
a central dispatching facility in partnership with the@m Department of Forestry

that serves as a communications hub for fire and fuels operations, as well as safety and
training issues for COFMS. In total, COFMS provides the following resources: 15
engines, 4 initial attack hand crews, 6 prevention uditkyzers, 2 water tenders, 1
helicopter with module, 35 smokejumpers, 2 kragional Hotshot crews, 1 air tanker,

1 National Fire Cache, 1 interagency dispatch center and 20 overhead staff positions.

Anytime an incident grows beyond the capability & kbcal resources a request may
be made to the State and to the Pacific Northwest Coordination Center for additional
wildland fire fighting resources.

Law Enforcement

Police services are provided by Deschutes County Sheriff in the La Pine basin. The
SheiffOs Department has responsibility for ensuring the safe and orderly evacuation of
the community in the event of a major emergensynumber of resources have been
allocated to accomplish this task includimgo sirens on vehicleemergency

notification via radio and television; reversd4 capability; SheriffOs Department

staff; La Pine Rural Fire Protection District staff and commuwitye volunteers Any

other issues relative to a major emergency are addressed by the Countywide Disaster
Plan andhe County Department of Emergency Services.
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Oregon State Police assists the federal agency law enforcement efforts and cooperates
with Deschutes County for protection in the greater La Pine area.

Community Preparedness

Also under the category of Proten Capabilities, the ODF Assessment of Risk

examines a communityOs level of organization and preparedness to respond in an
emergency situation. The assessment looks at whether the area has an organized
stakeholder group that looks out for its own d@heaugh mitigation efforts, a phone

tree, etc. Or, does the area only receive outside efforts such as newsletters, mailings or
FireFree information from other groups? In the Greater La Pine WUI, the

Communities aRisk varied from having a high level ofganization to not having any.

The Steering Committee used local knowledge to determine the level of preparedness.

The Steering Committee chose to assess only those communities where significant
fuels treatment and other projects have occubidwberry Estates and Ponderosa
Pines.

The following table is mupdatedsummary othenine Communities at Riskthe value
ratings and total score for each community in each cateddmy.original ranking is

also listed for comparisorirhe higher the totascore in this assessment, the higher the
overall risk.
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Table 1®ODF Assessment of Risk

) Protection Values Structural Total Prior New

Community Risk Hazard capability protected vulnerability score Rank Rank
High | Extreme | Moderate High Moderate

6th & Dormace (35) (67) (10) (35) (52) 199 2 1
High | Extreme | Moderate High Moderate

Day Road Corridol (35) (69) (10) (35) (45) 194 3 2
High | Extreme High Low High

Wickiup Acres (30) (74) (19) 2 (69) 194 4 3
High | Extreme | Moderate Moderate Moderate

Masten Road Areg (30) (72) (10) (22) (46) 180 6 4
High | Extreme | Moderate Moderate Moderate

Huntington South (30) (69) (10) (22) (44) 175 7 5
High High Low High Moderate

Newberry Estates (40) (54) (8) (40) (32) 174 1 6

Little Deschutes High | Extreme | Moderate | Moderate Moderate

River (30) (64) (10) (22) (45) 171 8 7
High High Low Moderate Moderate

Ponderosa Pines (35) (52) (8) (25) (36) 156 5 8
High | Extreme High Low Low

Section 36 (30) (74) (19) (2) (26) 151 9 9

Risk: Describes the likelihood of a fire occurring based on historical fire occurrence and ignition sources.

Hazard: Describes resistance to control once adtegts based on weather, topography and fuel.

Protection capability: Describes fire protection capability and resources based on type of protection, response times

and community preparedness.

Values protected:Describes the human and economic valuésércommunity based on home density per ten acres
and community infrastructure such as power substations, transportation corridors, water and fuel storage, etc.

Structural vulnerability: Describes the likelihood that structures will be destroyed by weltéised on roofing and

building materials, defensible space, separation of homes, fire department access and street signage.

Total score: A sum of all the points from each category surveyed.

Rank: An ordered numerical ranking based on the total points.

Neighborhood Structural Vulnerability

NFPA 1144is an assessment stiuctural vulnerability. It evaluates survivability of
structures in the event of a wildland firednder the 2005 Greater La Pine CWR#Al
fire professionals and neighborhood leadensducted the assessment in each of the
nine CommunitiesatRisk. For this CWPP Update, the Steering Committee provided
information on Newberry Estates and Ponderosa Pinkes.a3sessment is based on
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factors such as rowig and building materials, defsible space and distance between
structures, and fire department access.

Table2 is a summary of the NFPA 1144 Structural Vulnerability exercise. The higher
the total score for each community, the higher the risk.

Table 2DNFPA 1144 Structural Vulnerability

Total New

Community score Rank
Wickiup Acres 69 1
6th & Dorrance 52 2
Masten Road Area 46 3
Day Road Corridor 45 4
IF_Qiit\t/Iereschutes 45 5
Huntington South 44 6
Ponderosa Pines 36 7
Newberry Estates 32 8
Section 36 26 9

The Steering Committee agreed to combinehloerevisedrisk assessments and the
following table summarizesothrisk assessments and assigns an overall rank for each
of the ninecCommunitiesat Risk
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Table 3 B Summary of the combinedrisk assessments

ODF SV- NFPA 11 Add ranks New overall
Community Assessment Assessment for total rank of both
at Risk Rank Rank score assessments
6th & Dorrance 1 2 3 1
Wickiup Acres 3 1 4 2
Day Road 2 4 6 3
Corridor
Masten Road 4 3 7 4
Area
Huntington South 5 6 11 5
Little Deschutes 7 5 12 6
River
Newberry Estates 6 8 14 7
Ponderosa Pines 8 7 15 8
Section 36 9 9 18 9

The Steering Committesgreed that these rankingglected what they know to be true
based on local knowledge. The group determined new priorities for the CWPP Update
as follows:

Highest Priorities: High Priorities:
6" & Dorrance Area Huntington South
Wickiup Acres Little DeschuteRiver
Day Road Corridor Newberry Estates
Masten Road Area Ponderosa Pines
Section 36

Oregon Forestland  -Urban Interface Fire Protection Act
of 1997
While not utilized as one of the assessment tools for this update, the Steering

Committee offers and promotes the standésdgrivate landoutlined under this
legislation so it is noted here for reference.
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The Oregon Forestlardrban Interface Fire Protection Aellso knownas Senate Bill
360, enlists the aid of property ownewsvard the goal of turning fireulnerableurban

and suburbaproperties into lesgolatile zones where firefighters may more safely and
effectively defend homes from wildfire§.he lawrequires property owners in

identified forestlanelrban interface areao reduce exes vegetatiomaround structures
and along driveways. In some cases, it is also necessary to create fuel breaks along
property lines and roadsides.

The process of identifying forestlawban interface areas follows steps and definitions
described in Oregon Administrative Rules. Briefly, the identification criteria include:

¥ Lands within the county that are also instheOregon Department of Forestry
protection district.

¥ Lands that meet the stateOs definition of Oforestland.O

¥ Lands that raet the definition of OsuburbanO or OurbanO; in some cases, Orural®
lands may be included within a forestlamdban interface area for the purpose
of maintaining meaningful, contiguous boundaries.

¥ Lots that are developed, that are 10 acres in size olespaid which are
grouped with other lots with similar characteristics in a minimum density of
four structures per 40 acres.

Forestlaneurban interface areas are identified in each county by a classification
committee. Once areas are identifieadiommitee applies fireisk classifications to the
areas. The classifications range from Olow®igh Qensityextreme," and

the classification is used by a property owner to determine the size of a fuel break that
needs to be established around a structline classification committee reconvenes
every five years to review and recommend any changes to the classificAsomded
earlier, this process is underway now in Deschutes County.

The Oregon Department of Foresisythe agency steward of this gram. Itsupplies
information about the actOs fuetluction standards to property owners. ODF also
mails each of these property owners a certification card, which may be signed and
returned to ODF after the fuedduction standards have been nt@ertification relieves

a property owner from the actOs fire cesbvery liability. This takes effect on
properties that are within a forestlantan interface area and for which a certification
card has not been received by the Department of Fordsttiiese situations, the state
of Oregon may seek to recover certain fire suppression costs from a property owner if
afire originates on the owner's property, the fuel reduction standards have not been
met, and ODF incurs extraordinary suppression costs. dstescovery liability under
the Oregon ForestlaAdrban Interface Fire Protection Act is capped at $100,000.

The specificecommendations under Senate Bill 360 for private landswdtieed
under Rioritized Hazard Reduction Recommendations and Pesfdireatment
Methodsin this CWPP.
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Fire Regime - Condition Class

Although not used as an assessment tool for this Updat8tebeng Committestill

notes the overall condition of the landscape in the Greater La Pine WUI in terms of Fire
Regime- Condtion Class. With significant treatments conducted in two of the nine
Communities at Risk, the original data regarding Condition Class in the remaining
seven communities is still relevant and provides for treatment direction in the new
priorities

Fire Regime- Condition Class considers the type of vegetation and the departure from
its natural firereturninterval.

Five natural (historical) fire regimes are classified based on the average number of
years between fires (fire frequency) combined withseaeerity of the fire on dominant
overstory vegetation. Fire regimes | through IV are each represented on the landscape
in the greater La Pine planning ardéadgepole pine for example has a&Dyear fire

interval with the potential for full stand degement fires. Lodgepole pine therefore

falls within Fire RegimeV which describes species with fire return intervals between
35D100 years. Ponderosa pine has aii3 year natural fire interval with a low

potential for stand replacement fires. Tafere, ponderosa pine falls under Fire

Regime | which describes species with fire return intervals betw&éryears.

The following table summarizes Fire Regimes.

Table 4 BDFire Regimes

Fire Regime Group Fire Frequency Fire Severity Plant Associatiofsroup
I 0bB35 years Low severi PRSI
y Y manzanita, bitterbrush
Il 0D35 years Stand replacement Western juniper
Il 35100+ years Mixed severity Mixed conifer dry
v 35100+ years Stand replacement Lodgepole pine
\% > 200 years Stand replacement W'estern hgmlock,
mixed conifer wet

Condition Class categorizes a departure from the naturdtdgiaencybased on
ecosystem attributes. In Condition Class 1, the historical ecosgsidnutes are
largely intact and functioning as defined by the historical natural fire regmmather
words, the stand has not missed a fire cyteCondition Class 2, the historical
ecosystem attributes have been moderately alt&exkerally, ateast one fire cycle has
been missedln Condition Class 3, historical ecosystem attributes have been
significantly altered.Multiple fire cycles have been misséthe risk of losing key
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ecosystem components (e.g. native species, large trees, soil)@s Blass 1,
moderate for Class 2, and high for Class 3.

Table5 summarizes Condition Class.

Table 5 BCondition Class

Condition Class Attributes

" Fire regimes are within or near an historical range.
" The risk of logng key ecosystem components is low.

Condition Class 1 " Fire frequencies have departed from historical frequencies (either increas
decreased) by no more than one return interval.

" Vegetation attributes are intact and functioning within an historical range.

" Fire regimes have been moderately altered from their historical range.

" The risk of losing key ecosystem components has increased to moderate

" Fire frequencies have departed (either increased or decreased) from hist
Condition Class 2 frequencies by more than one return interval. This change results in moder
changes to one or more of the following: fire size, frequency, intensity, sev{
or landscape patterns.

" Vegetation attributes have been moderately altered from theiribistages.

" Fire regimes have been significantly altered from their historical range.
" The risk of losing key ecosystem components is high.

- " Fire frequencies have departed (either increased or decreased) byemultip
Condition Class 3 return intervals. This change results in dramatic changes to one or more 0
following: fire size, frequency, intensity, severity, or landscape patterns.

" Vegetation attributes have been significantly altered from their historic rai

Crown Fire Potential

As noted under the ODF Assessment of Risk, the potential for a fire to reach tree
crowns and travel rapidly through canopiesxseme in each of the nine Communities
at Risk due to the lodgepole pine component throughout the Greatard_®Pil.

Crown fires in lodgepole pine are usually stand replacement fires and are considered
high intensityeventsthat can cause catastrophic results to homes and property located
within those stands.
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Areas of special concern

Critical transportatiomoutes

Critical Transportation Routes do not have a standard definition in Deschutes County.
For purposes of the Greatest PineCWPP, the Steering Committee defines Critical
Transportation Routes as:

¥ all routes necessary for the support of routine flbwaommerce to
and/or through the greatka Pinearea,

¥ all routes that could be used for potential evacuation of citizens and/or
visitors from a wildland fire threat to public safety,

¥ routes needed for emergency ingress and egress to a wildland fire
incident, not including unimproved or OtivackO roads,

¥ and, all routes needed to protect and support critical infrastructure
(power substations, communication transmission lines, water and fuel
storage, public service facilities, recreation facilities, etc).

As noted in the 2005 CWPRé Steering Committee is concerned with the lack of
maintainedroads leading in and out of the high risk areas in the WUI boundary.

Should an evacuation be necesstrg Steering Committee expressed great concern

over the gality of the evacuation routes. Many of the egress routes in the La Pine area
are dirt roads that contribute to substantial dust and debris clouds as vehicles attempt to
use them.During the summer monthdter a few cars travel the road, the dustbis s
densehat it is not safe for vehicles to continue using the road until the dust settles.
Lack of maintenance has led to deteriorated road surfaces with large potholes, ruts and
washboards that slow evacuation efforts and cause some vehicles to veak do

further complicating a mass departure from the area. The current condition of the
evacuation routes is a life safety issue.

Working with Deschutes County and Project Wildfitee Ponderosa Pines and

Newberry Estates Communities at Risk have takimam@tage of a signage program to
increase visibility of evacuation route signs along roads. The signs are made from high
intensity reflective material and indicate proper exit routes from these neighborhoods.

AL,

PROJECT

EARTHERSHI®S IN AITIEATID
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The Steering Committee expressed greatcern over the need to identify, develop and
protect critical transportation routes as part of this planning process. A detailed look at
specific ingress/egress issues for each Community at Risk is included under
Recommendations to Reduce Structuralnéuhbility. This issue is also highlighted

under Action Plan and Implementation.

Vacant lots

Within the Greater La Pine Community Wildfire Protection Plan boundary, over 50%

of the private lands are vacant lots. Many of those are owned by Oabsemries®dw
general, vacant lots owned by absentee owners present a specific threat to
neighborhoods in that owners have no connections to the neighborhoods and in most
cases do not recognize their responsibility to contribute to the safety of the entire
neighborhood by reducing the hazardous vegetation on their properties. The risk of
destructive wildland fires is thereby greater inside these neighborhoods due to the lack
of owner attention on vacant lots.

Deschutes County is the property owner for appnakely 700 acres of halicre or

larger lots. Deschutes Courttgs worked diligently in the past four years to reduce
hazardous fuels on these lots. Deschutes County will continue to pursue fuels reduction
projects with the goal of treatirand maintaimg all of the county owned lands in the
greater La Pine area.

[U

Prioritized Hazard Reduction Recommendations
and Preferred Treatment Methods

The Steering Committee agreed that the Greater La Pine Communityr@Vildfi
Protection Plamand this 2009 Update to the Plan are ttimdg can be used for many
outcomes. The following is an outline of the priorities and preferred treatments under
the Greater La Pine Community Wildfire Protection Plan.

Prioritized Communitie s at Risk

Based on the combined assessment as shohable 3 and group consenstise

Steering Committee has identified the followpripritized Communities at Risk for
hazardous fuels reduction treatments on public and private lands in the Gredter La P
WUI:

Highest Priorities: High Priorities:
6" & Dorrance Area Huntington South
Wickiup Acres Little Deschutes River
Day Road Corridor Newberry Estates
Masten Road Area Ponderosa Pines
Section 36
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Priorities and goals

With critical needs assessed and priority areas listed, the Steering Committee identified
the following goals to meet the purpose on page 1 of the Greater La Pine CWPP:

¥ Reduce hazardous fuels on public lands

Reduce hazardous fuels on private landgh(lvacant and occupied)
Reduce structural vulnerability

Increase education and awareness of wildfire threat

K K K K

Identify, improve and protect critical transportation routes

Federal and State owneda&nds

Federal lands make up a majority of the GreatdPibea CWPP and each of the nine
Communities at Risks adjacent tgublic land managed by either the Forest Service or
the Bureau of Land Managemer8tate owned lands represent only a small percentage
of the lands within the plan area.

The state also lags fire protection responsibility for the La Pine State Park which
borders thésreater La Pine WUI boundanalthough it is outside the greater La Pine
WUI, the Steering Committee expresses great concern over the significant threat to
adjacent neighborloals and recommends that it be recognized as a priority area for
fuels treatment.

It is theintentof the Steering Committebat the Greater La Pine Wi subject to
expedited measures for hazardous fuels treatment and allocation of funds to peotect th
communities and neighborhoods as stipulated by the Healthy $Besgbration Act.

The Steering Committee recognizes the effectiveness and value of maximizing
treatment efforts in areas that are adjacent to federal, state, or private projects and
recanmends that future projects consider these benefits when selecting areas for
treatment.

The standard of the Greater La Pine CWPP is to decrease thehigh oftensity
wildland fire behavior by reducingnd maintainindguel loads to that which can
produce flame lengths of less than four feethe areas within the 'mile buffer of
eachcommunity at risk This enables safe and effective initial attack. This standard
will be achieved by the federal and state landowners through a variety of treatment
methodologies such as prescribed burning and mechanical treatments.

Based orthe combined risk assessments shown in Talilee priorities of the Greater
La Pine Community Wildfire Protection Plan with regard to federal and®stated
lands within the VI are as follows:
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1) Condition class 2 and 3 lands and all areas where crown fire potential is rated
extreme:

A) Within " mile of each Community atRisk of the WUI utilizing the
following priorities:

Highest Priorities:
6" & Dorrance Area
Wickiup Acres
Day Road Corridor
Masten Road Area

High Priorities:
Huntington South
Little Deschutes River
Newberry Estates
Ponderosa Pines
Section 36

B) Within 300 feet of any evacuation route from e@ommunity at Risk.
Specific treatment should address fuels issues on a landscapateai¢han
acre by acre.

2) Condition class 2 and 3 lands and all areas where crown fire potential is rated
extreme, beyond " mile of eacprioritized community at riskin " mile increments
until the WUI boundary is reached.

3) Although the treatments should focus@ondition Class 2 and 3 landsaintenance
of ConditionClass 1landis also aop priority where treatment is critical to maintain
this status within the CRP area.Treatment and maintenance@adndition Class 1
landsbeforetreatment beginagain inotherplaces is an important component of
keeping communities safe.

In general, the dominant strategy in all areas should be thinning from below, in an
effort to restore large tree, open pdike ponderosapine dominated forests. In
exclusivelylodgepole pinestands where site conditions are favorablgotaderosa

pine, intensive thinning should occur with a reforestation strategy to restore a proper
ratio, & determined by the agency,lofigepole tgponderosaine. In exclusively
lodgepole pinestands where site conditions are not favorabpotmerosaine,

thinning should occur tprovidea minimum of 200 X 200 spacamny excessive
dead/down fuels shtdibe removed followed by understory maintenance.

Industrial and non-industrial private timberlands

The Steering Committee recommends continued partnerships with private timberland
owners that encourage the following standard and treatments.
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The stadard of the Greater La Pine CWPP is to decrease the nisicharacteristic
wildland fire behavior by reducingnd maintainindguel loads to that which can
produce flame lengthaf less thariour feet in the areas within the thile buffer of
eachidentified Community at Risk This enables safe and effective initial attack.
This standard will be achieved by the industrial andindnstrial timberland owners
through a variety of treatment methodologies such as prescribed burning and
mechanical treatmest

Thepriorities of the Greater La Pine Community Wildfire Protection Plan with regard
to industrial and noindustrial timberlandsvithin the WUI are as follows:

1) Condition class 2 and 3 lands and all areas where crown fire potential is rated
extrame:

A) Within " mile of each Community at Rislof the WUI utilizing the
following priorities:

Highest Priorities:
6" & Dorrance Area
Wickiup Acres
Day Road Corridor
Masten Road Area

High Priorities:
Huntington Sout
Little Deschutes River
Newberry Estates
Ponderosa Pines
Section 36

B) Within 300 feet of any evacuation route from e@cmmunity at Risk
Specific treatment should address fuels issues on a landscapateai¢han
acre by acre.

2) Condition class 2 and 3 lands and all areas where crown fire potential is rated
extreme, beyond " mile of eacprioritized community at riskin " mile increments
until the WUI boundary is reached.

3) Although the treatments should focus@ondition Chss 2 and 3 landsaintenance
of ConditionClass 1landis also a&op priority where treatment is critical to maintain
this status within the CWPP are@reatment and maintenance@adndition Class 1
landsbeforetreatment beginagain inotherplaces isan important component of
keeping communities safe.

In general, the dominant strategy in all areas should be thinning from below, in an
effort to restore large tree, open pidike ponderosapine dominated forests. In
exclusivelylodgepole pinestandsvhere site conditions are favorablepinderosa

pine, intensive thinning should occur with a reforestation strategy to restore a proper
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ratio, as determined by the agencylaafgepole tgponderosaine. In exclusively
lodgepole pinestands where site nditions are not favorable fnderosaine,
thinning should occur tprovidea minimum of 200 X 200 spacamny excessive
dead/down fuels should be removed followed by understory maintenance.

Private and County owned ands

The Steering Committee recamends that County owned lands be treated in the same
manner as privately owned lands.

Private land with structural improvements

On private lands with structural improvements, the goal is for each structure to meet the
specific standards for classifi¢gehds asdentified in the Oregon ForestlaRdJrban

Interface Fire Protection Act of 1993Iso known as Senate Bill 360Chis statute

outlines standards and requirements for defensible space on private property that
receivedire protection from OregoDepartment of Forestry.

The Oregon Department of Forestry provides wildland fire protection in the Greater La
Pine planning area and the Steering Committee supports the goals and standards of
Senate Bill 360. Five classifications are possible undeAthbLow, Moderate, High,
Extreme and High Density Extreme. East of the Cascades however, only three are
possible due to an automatic rating for weather. The nine Communities at Risk fall
under the ratings of High, Extreme or High Density Extreiftee Steering Committee
agreel that therequiredstandardsunder each classificatidrom Senate Bill 36@rethe

goal to achieve on privasnd county ownethnds throughout the Greatea Pine

WUI.

A detailed description of the standards is availaldefthe Oregon Department of
Forestry in the handbook for the Oregon Forestlbldban Interface Fire Protection
Act of 1997. This information is also availablenatw.oregon.gov/ODF/fire/SB360

The minimum Default Standards under the Oregon ForesBidirthan Interface Fire
Protection Act of 1997 are:

Establish a primary fuel break of 30 feet around structures;
Create fuel breaks around driveways longer than 150 feet;
Remove tree branches withl® feet of chimneys;

Remove any dead vegetation that overhangs a roof;
Remove flammable materials from under decks and stairways;

K K K K K K

Move firewood 20 feet away from structures;

If a property is classified as High, the standard includes the aboveeraguiis and a
secondary fuel break around structures up to 20 feet if the structure has a flammable
roof. For properties rated Extreme or High Density Extreme, secondary fuel breaks
around structures up to an additional 70 feet are required if the strheia
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flammable roof. Thé&teering Committestronglyencourages property owisdo
identify their own propertglassifications and followlefensible spacguidelines for
High, Extreme and High Density Extreme.

Property owners caalso achieve the SeraBill 360 standards by taking advantage of
FireFree and Firewise suggestiongiteate and/or maintain defensible space, a fire
resistant buffer that allows for effective fiurgisponse firefighting and a significantly
reduced risk of the spread of firéhese national education prograptemote a variety
of fire safe actions to help prevent the spread of fire to protect individual homes and
neighborhoodslnformation about these programs can be foundnat.firefree.org
andwww.firewise.org More information is also listed in this plan under
Recommendations to Reduce Structural Vulnerability.

Vacant lots

Within the Greateta PineWUI, over 50%of the private lands cnsideredracant, or

lots with no structural improvements. Many of those are owned by Oabsentee ownersO.
In general, vacant lots owned by absentee owners present a specific threat to
neighborhoods in that owners have little to no connections to theboeigiods and in

most cases do not recognize their responsibility to contribute to the safety of the entire
neighborhood by reducing the hazardous vegetation on their properties. The risk of
destructive wildland fires is thereby greater inside these naighbds due to the lack

of owner attention on vacant lots.

The Steering Committee recommends that those vacant lots and acreages that are
dominated by hazardous wildland fuels follow the guidelines under Senate Bill 360 for
OHigh Density ExtremeO whidhaincludes the standard of a2t fuel break

around each vacant lot with an additional 80 feet of fuel break for a total of 100 feet of
defensible space around the lot.

The Steering Committee recommends that those acres that are primarily agticultura
use follow the guidelines under Senate Bill 360 for OHigOse guidelines are the
same as described above for the Default Standards and also include a secondary fuel
break of an additional 20 feet (a total of 50 feet).

On privateand County owedlandsthatare vacant lotghe goal is for each lot thave
an established and maintainedfa0t fuel break along property lines and the sides of
every road, or adhere to any subsequent county ordinance that addresses vacant lots.

Priority areasdr completion based on Tal8e

Highest Priorities:
6" & Dorrance Area
Wickiup Acres
Day Road Corridor
Masten Road Area

High Priorities:
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Huntington South
Little Deschutes River
Newberry Estates
Ponderosa Res
Section 36

E Recommendations to Reduce Structural

Vulnerability

Structural Vulnerability

Since the adoption of the 2005 Greater La Pine CWRIRy neighborhoods have
takensteps to decrease the vulnerabilitystsfictures to wildland fire. It is a goal of

this CWPP that all structures within the plan area are as fire safe as possible; and that
all neighborhoods and structures sueiiv the event of a wildland fire.

The Steering Committee utilized tt&tructual Vulnerability risk assessment based on
theNFPA 1144 surveyThe followingupdatedable identifies the main hazards for
structures and communities at risk in Greater La Pine. For each hazard or risk listed, an
action is recommended to address theahor decrease the risk. The communities are
listed in priority order from Tabl8.
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Table 6 BStructural Vulnerability Hazards & Recommendations

New
Priority Community Primary Hazard s Recommended Actions Done
Defensible space B hazardous vegetation FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
1 Gth and Structural composition FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
Dorrance Some high structural density FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
No water supply Develop water supply
Defensible space B hazardous vegetation FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
2 Wickiup Structural composition FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
Acres Insufficient water system Upgrade to support structural fire flow
Poor condition of interior roads Identify, upgrade and maintain
Defensible space B hazardous vegetation FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
. Day Road - Strut?tural composition : F?reFree, F?re Wfse, SB 360 compl.iance
Corridor ome high structural density FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
No water supply Develop water supply
Poor condition of interior roads Identify, upgrade and maintain
Defensible space P hazardous vegetation FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance | # 70% comply
Structural composition FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
4 Ponderosa High structural density FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
Pines Insufficient water system Upgrade to support structural fire flow
Insufficient evacuation routes Fuel breaks 08, Signs 09, now maintain | #
Poor condition of interior roads Identify, upgrade and maintain
Defensible space B hazardous vegetation FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
Structural composition FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
5 Masten High structural density FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
Road No water supply Develop water supply
Insufficient evacuation routes Establish route(s), sign and maintain
Poor condition of interior roads Identify, upgrade and maintain
Defensible space B hazardous vegetation FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
Litt le Structural composition FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
6 Deschutes High structural density FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
River Insufficient water supply Develop draft sites
Insufficient evacuation routes Establish route(s), sign and maintain
Defensible space B hazardous vegetation FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance | # 66% comply
. Newberry StrL'J\lcturaI composition FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
Estates 0 water supply Develop water supply .
Insufficient evacuation routes Fuel breaks 08, Signs 09, now maintain
Poor condition of interior roads Identify, upgrade and maintain
Defensible space B hazardous vegetation FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
. Structural composition FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
8 Huntington No water suppl Devel 1t |
South pply evelop water supply
Insufficient evacuation routes Establish route(s), sign and maintain
Poor condition of interior roads Identify, upgrade and maintain
Defensible space B hazardous vegetation FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
Structural composition FireFree, Fire Wise, SB 360 compliance
9 Section 36 No water supply Develop water supply
Insufficient evacuation routes Establish route(s), sign and maintain
Poor condition of roads Identify, upgrade and maintain
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Table 7 provides a checklist for residents seeking to reduce the risk of major losses to
their homes and propegs. The list is compiled from tips and suggestions from the
FireFree and Firewise programs, which promote homeowner responsibility for reducing
fire hazards on their property. The Steering Committee approves this combined
checklist. More information alu these programs can be foundvatw.firefree.org
andwww.firewise.org

Table 7B Defensible Space Checklist

RES

What can | do to help prevent losses to my property and my n eighborhood?

Post easyto-read address signs so emergency crews can find your home.
Reduce the density of nearby trees

Clear wood piles and building materials at least 20 feet away from your home.

Remove low tree branches and shrubs. Thnjuniper and other trees at least 4 feet from
the ground. Remove Oladder fuelsO among trees.

Keep grass and weeds cut low.

Remove all branches and limbs that overhang roofs.

Remove leaves & needles from gutters, roofs and decks.

Remove ded plants and brush.

Maintain a minimum of 30 feet of defensible space around your home.

Screen vents and areas under decks with 1/80 metal mesh or fire resistant siding.
Keep decks free of flammable lawn furniture, toys, doormats, etc.
Choos¢dfire-resistant roofing materials like metal, tile or compaosition shingles.

Trim vegetation along driveways a minimum distance of 140 wide x 140 high for fire ti

Choose fire resistive plants. Visitvw.extension.oregonstate.edu/deschtbedew
Fire-Resistant Plants for the Home Landscape

Use alternatives to burning debris like composting or chipping.

If burning debrib call the Burn Line at thka PineFire Departmet at541-536-9056t0 see
if burning is allowed. Do not burn building materials.

L R - B R - A P <= BN - B - B - B -2 N -+ B - A A A -
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Education

As stated in the Purpose of the Grea®PineCWPP, three of the goals for this
planning effort are to:

¥ Instill a sense of personal responsibility faking preventative actions
regarding wildland fire,

¥ Increase public understanding of living in a fagapted ecosystem, and

¥ Increase the communityOs ability to prepare for, respond to and recover from
wildland fires.

With these goals in mind, educatiand outreach are top priorities for the Grehager
PineCWPP. The rapid influx of new residents is just one reason the Steering
Committee places high value on the educatiobadPinearea residents and

landowners. Many new residents are unfamiliar witlklland fire and have limited
experience with issues like defensible space. Residents and visitors will continue to
benefit from clear examples of what a fire resilient forest and community look like as
well as easy access to resources that help tHenatdion.

The La Pine Rural Fire Protection Distnofiintains active membership in the Central
Oregon Fire Prevention Cooperatitlee Central Oregon FireFree Program and
routinely partners with Project Wildfire for educational efforts in each arka.

Steering Committee for the Greater La Pine CWPP is committed to maintaining and
enhancing these partnerships.

Some neighborhoods in the greater La Pine area are well organized through
homeownersssociationand otheiorganized groupsThese groupsrpvide valuable
ongoing education to their populations about the risks of catastrophic wildland fire and
ways to reduce those risks. The Steering Committee supports these groups and
encourages the formation of them in the greater La Pine area to atidredsi¢ational
needs of current and incoming residents about living in a fire adapted environment and
increasing personal responsibility for creating defensible space.

Local residents are encouraged to contact the La Pine Rural Protection Fire forstrict
information. Residents may also find additional information on how they can reduce
hazards and protect themselves from loss due to wildland fivesvatfirefree.organd
www.firewise.org

= Action Plan and Implementation

The Steering Committee recognizes that the Greater La Pine CWPP is a living tool with
multiple applications. The following priority actions are intended totassizviduals
and agencies in the implementation of this CWPP across the Greater La Pine area.
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Priorities
Reducae hazardous fuelson public lands

Immediately following the acceptance and signed approval of this plaBtebeng
Committee willmake copes of the 2009 Update to the Greater La Pine CWPP
available to alfederal and stateandmanagersncluding the Deschutes National
Forest, the Bureau of Land Managemant] theOregon Department of Festry. The
intention of the Steering Committeetisengage in continued discussions with the La
Pine community and adjacent landowners to implemern€¥WeP andiccomplish
hazardous fuels reductigmojects that address tpdoritized Communities at Risk

the most expeditious manner possible.

The Seering Committee recognizes the effectiveness and value of maximizing
treatment efforts in areas that are adjacent to federal, state or private projects and
recommends that future projects consider these benefits when selecting areas for
treatment.

Reducae hazardous fuelson private lands

The intention of the Steering Committee is to engage in continued discussions with
landowners to facilitate fuels reduction projects on private lands utilizing the list of
prioritized Communities at Risk. These actioas be accomplished through education
activities or grants for specific projects on private lands.

ReduceStructural Vulnerability

The Steering Committee is again charged with the task of engaging community
members to review the Structural Vulnerabilitgsessment in this CWPP and identify
projects that will strengthen the potential for the neighborhoods to survive a high
intensity wildland fire within the Greater La Pine WUT.ables6 and7 can be utilized

as a resource for homeowners to improve itteerésistance of their homes on an
individual basis and also by groups to implement education programs in the individual
sub regions.

The Steering Committee is also charged with the task of working wittatRéne

Rural Fire Protection District to idéfy and assess the water resources available for

fire suppression in the Communities at Risk. The Steering Committee will make
recommendations for projects to ensure adequate water resources are available for fire
suppression.

Increase Awareness and &ucation

The Steering Committee will work with the La PiRaral Fire Protection Distri@nd
Project Wildfire to review the educational programs available and identify potential
projects for implementation in those Communities at Risk that do not already
participate in fire prevention education activities.
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Identify, Improve and Protect Critical Transportation Routes

The Steering Committee will work with the La PiRaral Fire Protection District,
Deschutes County, and Oregon Department of Transportatidentify and map

existing transportation and evacuation routes in each Community at Risk. The Steering
Committee will assist in conducting further assessments to determine the evacuation
needs of each Community at Risk and identify potential projesstsloping new routes
and/or improving existing routes.

The Steering Committee encourages discussions with fire agencies and local
landowners that address the issue presented when effective evacuation from an area is
not available. Utilizing the 200%1feragency Evacuation Guidelines, the Steering
Committee will consider whether Osheltering in placeO and safe staging areas are an
option.

The Steering Committee will continue to encourage federal land managers to work with
local landowners to minimizea$ures of roads that could be used as alternate
evacuation routes from Communities at Risk.

Fund Projects

The Steering Committeeill encourage and assist community groups in seeking
funding for fuels reductigreducationaland otheprojectsto decreas overall risks of
loss from wildland fire.

= Evaluation and Monitoring

The Steering Committee faced a complex task ircdimeprehensive update thfe
GreaterLa PineCommunity Wildfire Protection Plan. Implemenrgiand sustaining
these efforts will require a significant commitment. Building a collaborative and
cooperative environmemtith La PineRural Fire Protection Districtcommunitybased
organizations, local government and the public land management agaxiasen the
first step in reducing the risk tdss fromwildland fire. The Steering Committee
pledges to maintain this cooperation with the public over thetiermg with the
commitment of all the partners involved.

At a minimum, the Steering Comttge shall includethe Program Coordinator from
Project Wildfire;a Chief Officer fromLa PineRural Fire Protection Districa
representative frorregon Department of Forestry (ODRBRYyepresentative from
Central Oregon Fire Management Service (COFMBJ Deschutes Countgiong with
members of théa Pineareapublic.

The Steering Committee agrees that the Greater La Pine Community Wildfire
Protection Plan will be a living documeirttended to promote fuels reduction,
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educationaland otheprojeds to decrease overall risks of loss from wildland;fire
updated and revisited at least annually to address its Purpose.

La PineFire Protection Districtvill work with Project Wildfire to convene the Steering
Committee at least once per year, or asroés the Steering Committee deems

necessary to implement and review the Greater La Pine Community Wildfire Protection
Plan. Topics for discussion can include:

K K K K K K

#

¥

Identificationand assessent ofnew or treated risks.
Evaluaton and trackng of progress tavard goals
Updaing of maps.

Adoption of new and/or revised priorities
Identification ofspecific projects.

Discussion of granipportunities and deternation of projects
eligible for funding

Writing of grants

Identification ofappropriate pr@cts to address additional items
as outlined in the Action Plan for Structural Vulnerability,
Education and Critical Transportation Routes.

Coordinaton of additional items, projestand assessments.

La PineRural Fire Protection Distri@nd ProjecWildfire will ensure that the
evaluation and monitoring activities listed above are addressed by the Steering
Committee each year. As members of the Steering Committee charig@eRural
Fire Protection Districand Project Wildfirawill ensure that imaintains a balanced
representation of agency and public members, with a continued focus on inviting
interested parties to participate in the review and planning process.
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