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Initial: 36 National Forests
105 Ranger Districts

41 BLM Districts
15 states

Utah:  Only state in the nation to have CROP 
for entire state.  Utah CROP website sets 
national template for all CROPS

New*: 25 National Forests
99 Ranger Districts
28 BLM Districts

12 states
*  2008-2009 projects

Just finished and 
just being started

Initial (completed)

Updated (from initial)

Just finished

Just starting (new)

Coordinated   Resource
Offering Protocol
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Table 1:  13 CROP landscapes completed 
 

CROP Landscape Biomass removal 
years NF acres BLM acres 

Colorado ‘06-‘10 5,270,121 661,859 
Mississippi ‘07-‘11 808,320 0 
Missouri ‘09-‘13 1,490,949 0 
New Mexico ‘06-‘10 3,432,225 1,441,386 
Northeastern ‘06-‘10 515,224 0 
South Carolina 1 ‘06-‘10 257,789 0 
South Carolina 2 ‘06-‘10 433,419 0 
Southeast Alaska ‘08-‘12 16,800,000 0 
Southern OR/ 
Northern CA ‘06-‘10 3,347,829 203,000 

Southwest Oregon 
(Cow Creek) ‘07-‘11 2,206,119 780,395 

State of Utah ‘08-‘12 8,573,759 6,263,414 
Tahoe Region ‘07-‘11 3,872,425 5,000 
Western Oregon ‘08-‘12 2,819,300 1,257,325 

 Total acres USFS ~50 million or 26% 
of all US NF’s  

 Total acres BLM  ~10.6 million or 4% 
of all BLM lands 

What’s done . . .
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Biomass offering

CROP Avg. annual
gT (<7”) *

Enough 
supply 

for a 15 MW 
plant?

Colorado 54,745

Mississippi 45,525

Missouri 191,015

New Mexico 208,194

Northeastern 16,319

South Carolina 1 86,724

South Carolina 2 70,800
combined 

Southeast Alaska 369,563

Southern OR/Northern CA 235,985

Southwest Oregon 
(Cow Creek)

236,099

State of Utah 86,572

Tahoe Region 189,436

Western Oregon 223,252

CROP results and 
biomass supply . . .

. . . right-sizing
projects to match 
supply.

*  Values do not include small 
log (+7”-12”) and large log 
(+12”) removal volumes
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USFS National CROP websites

Static website:

www.forestandrangelands.gov/Woody_Biomass/resources/shtml

Interactive CROP website:

www.crop-usa.com
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Removal by 
multiple agencies 
within the CROP 
landscape ….

. . . how levelized?
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. . .  and detail 
breakout by specific 
agency  per year ….
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SC CROP  SC CROP  

2006  - 

Nine (9) additional CROP results in eight states to be transferred 
to the interactive website within the next three months

 
CROP name (location) Supply data years 

NE Washington CROP Just finishing  ’09-‘13 
NW Montana Just finishing ’09-‘13 

North Central Idaho Just finishing ’09-‘13 
SW Idaho Just finishing  ’09-‘13 

New Mexico ’06-‘10 
S. Carolina (2 CROPs consolidated) ’06-‘10 

Missouri ’09-‘13 
Western Oregon ’08-‘12 

Mississippi ’07-‘11 
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Next Steps for CROP:

Transfer and update all existing CROP project data to 
interactive website within next year.

Complete CROP analysis across remainder NF lands in 
US in next year for inclusion in interactive website.

Add interactive CROP web link to DataBasin
(www.databasin.org) “landing” for state-of-art 
conservation update per biomass supplier in critical 
areas (rare species, T&E, protected lands, fire predictability, WUI 
lands, critical habitat). 

http://www.databasin.org/
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Mark Twain NF
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Using the Missouri CROP as an example:
(Doniphan/Eleven Pt/Poplar Blf RD)

Insect/Disease Risk to Tree Mortality

Rare Species

CROP and DataBasin
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Proposed Next Steps for Woody BUG:

• For public lands:  establish stronger alliance between biomass inventory-based 
estimates and real-time performance-based estimates.  CROP and FIA should 
be working hand-in-hand to help `right-size’ projects across US.

• For private lands:  actively support inclusion of private land biomass data 
within CROP landscapes.  Public lands hold unique responsibility to help 
facilitate responsible, sustainable biomass removal from private forestlands.

• Expand CROP modeling to include agricultural biomass within same
landscapes.  Woody biomass can no longer work in isolation of other 
feedstocks in same landscapes that must be combined in technology use to 
achieve federal fuel and energy mandates.


