Contract Crew Evaluation Report
PLEASE COMPLETE AND FORWARD TO THE FIRE CENTRE

I

WHY?

Was there adequate contract equipment resources available (i.e. handtools, P.S., Handtank pumps, radios) upon arrival of the crew?
YES /5 AN NO__

Was Forest Service equipment returned satisfactorily? YES *Ww NO__

SAFETY
Was a crew manifest available? YES NO

Did the contractor have expected safety supplies, equipment and attendants? YES Pt NO
Proper clothing and personal safety gear? YES _»# NO

Was the falling of snags safe, effective and adequate? * YES Pl NO N/A
] T - ‘&
Comments on power saw operation or snag falling V 191 EXFERIEANCED A e
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FRoEESS1O0AIAC

What was the crew’s attitude/practices toward safety?

o
Were there any incidents or areas of concern to note? ./ % (”

X"‘“%WERFORMANCE AND PRODUCTION
What was the majority of the crew’s activity?

Suppression “M‘% Patrol MOP-UP Other

Were progress plan and crew objectives set each day? YES _& NO_____ P

If so, did the crew meet this objective consistently? To your satisfaction? YES _yﬁ NO_

Was this crew sufficiently fit and trained to perform the tasks asked of them? YES ‘Eﬁ_ NO_

Were handguards complete, thoroughly brushed out, dug to mineral soil and of adequate width? YES ;;M_‘;m_ NO__
Was the falling of timber limited to those trees which directly impacted the fire control operation? YES _& NO__
Did you feel the crew productivity was adequate? YES ﬁ NO o

Do you have any comments with individual or crew performance? f eYay »::i”?“: S J:%{L (. AS16MNMEATS

PEOMPTLN  AND  EFFECTIVEL EXCEDING _EXPECTATIOAS.

ORGANIZATION

All fire control actions are initiated based on a predetermined logical fire control plan. Was this evident? Was it communicated? YES »M NO
COMMENT:

Did the Crew Leader provide you with a daily update and time slip? YES M NO____

Did the contract01 give adequate updates or notes on significant events? (i.e. immediate report on potential fire escape, fire report information, etc.)
vEs X No___

: 1the contractor request an inspection after the area(s) had been suitably mopped-up, cold-trailed, hot-spots extinguished and no smoke visible?
IvEs 2 No
coMMENT:=FIEE  £JF  UNDEXL FATROL - HALE JOT YET  INSPECTED

SUMMARY
What was the overall performance of the crew? (1 = low to 10 = high) W -5
SUMMARY COMMENTS A VERY PROEESSIOAIAL AMD_ o PETE AT
CREL)  WIELL PREPARED AMND HACD rvoek N _ LIERE
~ ) SuemeeSsior  AcTiviTIES . |
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CONTRACT REPREQENTATIVE R.S. REPRESENTATIVE .
AA :

NAME: | SIGNATURE __ /o> V

PRINTNAME: A4z 2y KNG page dors 1245
SIGNATURE: -~ POSITION: _[A _(£én) [ EADEE
DATE: [ “ut, CONTACTNUMBER: _/ 778 “ 706 ~ QIS

FIRENO, _ /M T ‘jﬁf 32/628 CONTRACTOR BUSINESS NAME_( 6/ trA A £ xTRem|E
© CIDENT COMMANDER _AMAZZ Y (I MG [56V. CREW NAME COLUMVA A EXTEEME 2.
- DATES: FROM _AU &1 0 /1 7 do. oL
DEPARTMENT/EQUIPMENT DATES: TO t
Was arrival time of the crew after request reasonable? YES _?f‘i NO_
Was there a delay from the time the crew arrived at the staging area to the time the crew got on the fire? YES __ NO AM\
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