Table B1. Fire-oriented treatment practices by ownership type, all ecoregions (% of ownerships reporting each practice)
	Treatment
	Federal
(N=25)
	State
(N=11)
	Tribal
(N=6)
	Private
(N=16)
	Total

	Logging slash

	   Pile
	100%
	100%
	80%
	94%
	96%

	   Burn piles
	100%
	91%
	80%
	88%
	93%

	   Broadcast burn
	29%
	0%
	40%
	13%
	19%

	   Lop & scatter
	42%
	18%
	60%
	38%
	38%

	   Biomass removal
	4%
	0%
	0%
	25%
	9%

	   Mastication
	4%
	0%
	20%
	6%
	5%

	   Fill skid trails
	4%
	9%
	20%
	0%
	5%

	   Leave in place
	8%
	27%
	0%
	13%
	12%

	Ladder fuels

	   Any ladder fuel treatment
	63%
	0%
	60%
	44%
	43%

	   Methods (among those targeting):
	N=15
	---
	N=3
	N=7
	N=25

	      Pile
	100%
	---
	67%
	86%
	92%

	      Burn piles
	100%
	---
	67%
	71%
	88%

	      Broadcast burn
	47%
	---
	33%
	0%
	32%

	      Lop & scatter
	20%
	---
	67%
	29%
	28%

	      Biomass removal
	13%
	---
	0%
	57%
	20%

	      Mastication
	27%
	---
	33%
	57%
	28%

	      Herbicide
	0%
	---
	0%
	29%
	8%

	      Leave in place
	0%
	---
	0%
	43%
	12%

	Fuel breaks

	   Along roads
	76%
	18%
	80%
	47%
	57%

	   Within forests
	52%
	0%
	60%
	27%
	36%

	Non-harvest surface fuel treatments

	   Any surface treatment
	80%
	55%
	33%
	38%
	54%

	   Methods (among those applying):
	N=20
	N=6
	N=2
	N=6
	N=34

	      Hand/mechanical
	85%
	67%
	50%
	67%
	76%

	      Planned fire
	70%
	50%
	100%
	33%
	62%

	      Chemical applications
	0%
	33%
	0%
	33%
	12%


*N shown in column headers reflects maximum sample size; actual N for individual questions may be lower due to missing responses, and percentages are calculated on valid responses only. Ladder fuel method rows show % of those owners who reported targeting ladder fuels (targeting N shown in row). Surface fuel method rows show % of those owners who reported any non-harvest surface fuel treatment (targeting N shown in row). State ladder fuels: no state ownerships reported targeting ladder fuels. Tribal: one tribal ownership had no data on ladder fuel treatment question (N=5 valid responses).
Table B2. Fire-oriented treatment practices by ecoregion, all ownership types combined (% of ownerships reporting each practice)
	Treatment
	N. Cascades
(N=3)*
	Puget Lowlands
(N=4)*
	Coast Range
(N=22)
	Cascades
(N=15)
	Klamath
(N=14)
	Total

	Logging slash

	   Pile
	100%
	100%
	91%
	100%
	100%
	96%

	   Burn piles
	67%
	75%
	91%
	100%
	100%
	93%

	   Broadcast burn
	0%
	0%
	9%
	20%
	46%
	20%

	   Lop & scatter
	33%
	50%
	32%
	29%
	54%
	38%

	   Biomass removal
	0%
	0%
	14%
	7%
	8%
	9%

	   Mastication
	0%
	0%
	14%
	0%
	0%
	5%

	   Fill skid trails
	0%
	25%
	0%
	14%
	0%
	5%

	   Leave in place
	33%
	25%
	14%
	14%
	0%
	12%

	Ladder fuels

	   Any ladder fuel treatment
	0%
	50%
	32%
	36%
	85%
	43%

	   Methods (among those targeting):
	---
	N=2
	N=7
	N=5
	N=11
	N=25

	      Pile
	---
	100%
	71%
	100%
	100%
	92%

	      Burn piles
	---
	50%
	71%
	100%
	100%
	88%

	      Broadcast burn
	---
	0%
	0%
	20%
	64%
	32%

	      Lop & scatter
	---
	50%
	29%
	20%
	27%
	28%

	      Biomass removal
	---
	50%
	29%
	20%
	18%
	20%

	      Mastication
	---
	0%
	43%
	40%
	36%
	28%

	      Herbicide
	---
	50%
	14%
	0%
	0%
	8%

	      Leave in place
	---
	50%
	29%
	0%
	0%
	12%

	Fuel breaks

	   Along roads
	0%
	75%
	23%
	73%
	100%
	57%

	   Within forests
	0%
	25%
	14%
	47%
	69%
	36%

	Non-harvest surface fuel treatments

	   Any surface treatment
	33%
	50%
	23%
	93%
	86%
	54%

	   Methods (among those applying):
	N=1
	N=2
	N=5
	N=14
	N=12
	N=34

	      Hand/mechanical
	0%
	50%
	80%
	71%
	92%
	76%

	      Planned fire
	100%
	50%
	20%
	64%
	75%
	62%

	      Chemical applications
	0%
	50%
	40%
	7%
	0%
	12%


** N. Cascades (N=3) and Puget Lowlands (N=4) have small sample sizes; interpret with caution. Ladder fuel method rows show % of those targeting ladder fuels in each ecoregion (targeting N shown in row). Surface fuel method rows show % of those reporting any non-harvest surface fuel treatment (targeting N shown in row). N shown in column headers reflects maximum sample size; actual N for individual questions may be lower due to missing responses, and percentages are calculated on valid responses only.
Table B3. Fire-oriented treatment practices among federal ownerships by ecoregion (% of ownerships reporting each practice)
	Treatment
	N. Cascades
(N=1)
	Coast Range
(N=6)
	Cascades
(N=9)
	Klamath
(N=9)
	All Federal
(N=25)

	Logging slash

	   Pile
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	   Burn piles
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	   Broadcast burn
	0%
	17%
	38%
	33%
	29%

	   Lop & scatter
	100%
	50%
	13%
	56%
	42%

	   Biomass removal
	0%
	0%
	0%
	11%
	4%

	   Mastication
	0%
	17%
	0%
	0%
	4%

	   Fill skid trails
	0%
	0%
	13%
	0%
	4%

	   Leave in place
	0%
	0%
	25%
	0%
	8%

	Ladder fuels

	   Any ladder fuel treatment
	0%
	33%
	78%
	100%
	63%

	   Methods (among those targeting ladder fuels):
	---
	N=2
	N=7
	N=9
	N=15

	      Pile
	---
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	      Burn piles
	---
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	      Broadcast burn
	---
	0%
	29%
	67%
	47%

	      Lop & scatter
	---
	0%
	14%
	22%
	20%

	      Biomass removal
	---
	50%
	0%
	11%
	13%

	      Mastication
	---
	50%
	29%
	22%
	27%

	      Herbicide
	---
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	      Leave in place
	---
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Fuel breaks

	   Along roads
	0%
	17%
	100%
	100%
	76%

	   Within forests
	0%
	17%
	67%
	67%
	52%

	Non-harvest surface fuel treatments

	   Any surface treatment
	100%
	17%
	100%
	100%
	80%

	   Methods (among those applying surface treatments):
	N=1
	N=1
	N=9
	N=9
	N=20

	      Hand/mechanical
	0%
	100%
	78%
	100%
	85%

	      Planned fire
	100%
	100%
	67%
	67%
	70%

	      Chemical applications
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%


*Puget Lowlands not shown (no federal ownerships in study area). N shown in column headers reflects maximum sample size for that ecoregion; actual N for individual questions may be lower due to missing responses, and percentages are calculated on valid responses only. Percentages for ladder fuel methods are among those owners who reported targeting ladder fuels. Percentages for surface fuel methods are among those owners who reported any non-harvest surface fuel treatment.

Table B4. Fire-oriented treatment practices among state ownerships by ecoregion (% of ownerships reporting each practice)
	Treatment
	N. Cascades
(N=1)
	Puget Lowlands
(N=1)
	Coast Range
(N=6)
	Cascades
(N=3)
	All State
(N=11)

	Logging slash

	   Pile
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	   Burn piles
	0%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	91%

	   Broadcast burn
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   Lop & scatter
	0%
	0%
	17%
	33%
	18%

	   Biomass removal
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   Mastication
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   Fill skid trails
	0%
	0%
	0%
	33%
	9%

	   Leave in place
	100%
	0%
	33%
	0%
	27%

	Ladder fuels

	   Any ladder fuel treatment
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   Methods (among those targeting ladder fuels):
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---

	      No ownerships targeted ladder fuels
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---

	Fuel breaks

	   Along roads
	0%
	100%
	0%
	33%
	18%

	   Within forests
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Non-harvest surface fuel treatments

	   Any surface treatment
	0%
	100%
	33%
	100%
	55%

	   Methods (among those applying surface treatments):
	---
	N=1
	N=2
	N=3
	N=6

	      Hand/mechanical
	---
	100%
	50%
	67%
	67%

	      Planned fire
	---
	100%
	0%
	67%
	50%

	      Chemical applications
	---
	0%
	50%
	33%
	33%


*Klamath not shown (no state ownerships in study area). N shown in column headers reflects maximum sample size for that ecoregion; actual N for individual questions may be lower due to missing responses, and percentages are calculated on valid responses only. Percentages for ladder fuel methods are among those owners who reported targeting ladder fuels. Percentages for surface fuel methods are among those owners who reported any non-harvest surface fuel treatment.

Table B5. Fire-oriented treatment practices among private ownerships by ecoregion (% of ownerships reporting each practice)
	Treatment
	N. Cascades
(N=1)
	Puget Lowlands
(N=2)
	Coast Range
(N=7)
	Cascades
(N=3)
	Klamath
(N=3)
	All Private
(N=16)

	Logging slash

	   Pile
	100%
	100%
	86%
	100%
	100%
	94%

	   Burn piles
	100%
	50%
	86%
	100%
	100%
	88%

	   Broadcast burn
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	67%
	12%

	   Lop & scatter
	0%
	50%
	29%
	67%
	33%
	38%

	   Biomass removal
	0%
	0%
	43%
	33%
	0%
	25%

	   Mastication
	0%
	0%
	14%
	0%
	0%
	6%

	   Fill skid trails
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   Leave in place
	0%
	50%
	14%
	0%
	0%
	12%

	Ladder fuels

	   Any ladder fuel treatment
	0%
	50%
	43%
	33%
	67%
	44%

	   Methods (among those targeting ladder fuels):
	---
	N=1
	N=3
	N=1
	N=2
	N=7

	      Pile
	---
	100%
	67%
	100%
	50%
	86%

	      Burn piles
	---
	0%
	67%
	100%
	50%
	71%

	      Broadcast burn
	---
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	      Lop & scatter
	---
	100%
	33%
	0%
	0%
	29%

	      Biomass removal
	---
	100%
	33%
	0%
	100%
	57%

	      Mastication
	---
	0%
	67%
	0%
	100%
	57%

	      Herbicide
	---
	100%
	33%
	0%
	0%
	29%

	      Leave in place
	---
	100%
	33%
	0%
	0%
	43%

	Fuel breaks

	   Along roads
	0%
	50%
	29%
	67%
	100%
	47%

	   Within forests
	0%
	0%
	14%
	33%
	67%
	27%

	Non-harvest surface fuel treatments

	   Any surface treatment
	0%
	50%
	29%
	67%
	33%
	38%

	   Methods (among those applying surface treatments):
	---
	N=1
	N=2
	N=2
	N=1
	N=6

	      Hand/mechanical
	---
	0%
	100%
	50%
	100%
	67%

	      Planned fire
	---
	0%
	0%
	50%
	100%
	33%

	      Chemical applications
	---
	100%
	50%
	0%
	0%
	33%


*N shown in column headers reflects maximum sample size for that ecoregion; actual N for individual questions may be lower due to missing responses, and percentages are calculated on valid responses only. Percentages for ladder fuel methods are among those owners who reported targeting ladder fuels. Percentages for surface fuel methods are among those owners who reported any non-harvest surface fuel treatment.

Table B6. Fire-oriented treatment practices among tribal ownerships by ecoregion (% of ownerships reporting each practice)
	Treatment
	Puget Lowlands
(N=1)
	Coast Range
(N=3)
	Klamath
(N=2)
	All Tribal
(N=6)

	Logging slash

	   Pile
	100%
	67%
	100%
	80%

	   Burn piles
	100%
	67%
	100%
	80%

	   Broadcast burn
	0%
	33%
	100%
	40%

	   Lop & scatter
	100%
	33%
	100%
	60%

	   Biomass removal
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	   Mastication
	0%
	0%
	50%
	20%

	   Fill skid trails
	100%
	0%
	0%
	20%

	   Leave in place
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Ladder fuels

	   Any ladder fuel treatment
	100%
	33%
	100%
	60%

	   Methods (among those targeting ladder fuels):
	N=1
	N=1
	N=2
	N=3

	      Pile
	100%
	0%
	100%
	67%

	      Burn piles
	100%
	0%
	100%
	67%

	      Broadcast burn
	0%
	0%
	100%
	33%

	      Lop & scatter
	0%
	100%
	100%
	67%

	      Biomass removal
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	      Mastication
	0%
	0%
	100%
	33%

	      Herbicide
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	      Leave in place
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Fuel breaks

	   Along roads
	100%
	67%
	100%
	80%

	   Within forests
	100%
	33%
	100%
	60%

	Non-harvest surface fuel treatments

	   Any surface treatment
	0%
	0%
	100%
	33%

	   Methods (among those applying surface treatments):
	---
	---
	N=2
	N=2

	      Hand/mechanical
	---
	---
	50%
	50%

	      Planned fire
	---
	---
	100%
	100%

	      Chemical applications
	---
	---
	0%
	0%


*North Cascades and Cascades not shown (no tribal ownerships in study area). N shown in column headers reflects maximum sample size for that ecoregion; actual N for individual questions may be lower due to missing responses, and percentages are calculated on valid responses only. Percentages for ladder fuel methods are among those owners who reported targeting ladder fuels. Percentages for surface fuel methods are among those owners who reported any non-harvest surface fuel treatment.
