
Science Forum  

Adapting the Wildlife Standard of the Eastside Screens (21” standard)  

Monday, May 11, 2020 1–4 p.m. PDT 
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  James Johnston:James Johnston, Corvallis 
  Dominick DellaSala:Dominick DellaSala Talent OR 
  Bev Law:Bev Law, Corvallis OR 
  Deb Whitall:Deb Whitall, Sonoma CA 
  Becky Gravenmier, PNW Research Stn:Becky Gravenmier, Portland OR 
  Emily Platt 2:Emily Platt, White Salmon WA 
  Andrew Merschel:Andrew Merschel: Corvallis, Oregon 
  Alison Arnold:Alison Arnold, Pomeroy, WA 
  Norm Johnson:Norm Johnson, Corvallis OR 
  Pam Hardy:Pam Hardy, Bend, OR 
  Maia Enzer:Maia Enzer, Portland, OR 
  Bill Richardson:Bill Richardson, Philomath OR 
  John Alexander:John Alexander: Ashland, OR 
  Pam Hardy:Should we be able to hear anything yet? 
  Barbara Garcia:Barbara Garcia, Portland, OR  
  Chad Hanson, Ph.D. 2:Hi, I'm signed in, but don't have any sound, even though I un-muted. Thoughts? 
Chad Hanson 
  Elijah Neymark:Elijah Neymark: Heppner, OR 
  Paul Hessburg:i can't hear anything either.  
  Andy Geissler:Andy Geissler, American Forest Resource Council, Eugene, OR 
  Tiesha Street:You will need to dial into the conference line for the audio. It will not be broadcast 
through Adobe. 
  Paul Hessburg:Patty, we can see you but not hear you. 
  Pam Hardy:I can hear through the phone, but not through the computer 
  Tiesha Street:Paul, are you dialed into the conference line? 
  Emily Platt 2:All audio is through the phone line.  
  Carrie Spradlin:Conference line: 1-877-369-5243 or 1-617-668-3633Access Code: 0994229# 
  Norm Johnson:What is th phone number 
  Carrie Spradlin:If the 1-800 dosn't work call the 1-617 number 
  Mike Billman:Mike Billman: Oregon Department of Forestry 
  Paul Hessburg:Paul Hessburg also joined on by phone for audio 
  Carrie Spradlin:Hello everyone - I'm in Portland, OR 
  Tom Spies:Tom Spies here 
  Matt Reilly:Matt Reilly Corvallis Oregon 
  Tim Deboodt:Tim Deboodt, Crook County 
  Bill Lind:Bill Lind, NOAA, Boise 
  Mark Webb:Mark Webb: Grant County 
  Chris Johnson:Chris Johnson, Sunriver, Oregon 
  Rory Isbell:Rory Isbell, Central Oregon LandWatch, Bend, Oregon 
  Mary Williams:Mary Williams, Nez Perce Tribe, Moscow 



  James Dickinson:James Dickinson joined on phone for audio, adobe for viewing presentations. 
  Leslie Taylor:Leslie Taylor, Umatilla NF 
  Irene Jerome:Irene Jerome, AFRC 
  Katelynn Bowen:Katelynn Bowen, Umatilla NF Ukiah, OR 
  Andy G:Andy Gray PNW 
  justin spedding:Pendleton OR  
  Emily Platt:For folks who just joined, audio is through the phone line.  
  Anthony Botello:Anthony Botello, Wallowa-Whitman National Forest 
  Angela Sondenaa:Angela Sondenaa here from Nez Perce Tribe in Lapwai, Idaho 
  Kristen Marshall:Kristen Marshall, Umatilla NF, Heppner, OR 
  Carrie Spradlin:Hi all - audio is only via the conference line. everyone should call into: Conference line: 
1-877-369-5243 or 1-617-668-3633Access Code: 0994229# 
  Doug Heiken:Doug Heiken, Oregon Wild. Big fan of big trees. 
  Shane Jeffries:Shane Jeffries: Ochoco NF, Prineville Oregon 
  Gina:Gina owens - Portland Oregon 
  James Dickinson:James Dickinson, Wenatchee WA 
  Jack K. Comish:Jack K. Comish, Umatilla NF, Walla Walla, WA 
  Leslie Taylor:Ukiah, OR 
  craig:Craig Bienz, Klamath Falls,  
  K.Stein:Kris Stein, USFS, Joseph, OR 
  John Punches:John Punches, OSU, La Grande OR 
  Karie Decker:Karie Decker, Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation 
  Cherilyn Ashmead:Cherilyn, HSU 
  John Huffman:John Huffman, USDA Rural Development 
  Tom Casselman:Tom Casselman, Prinevlle OR 
  Jeff Costello:Jeff C ostello, Northern Blues Forest Collaborative, Joseph, OR 
  Bill:Bill Gamble joining from Wallowa- Whitman NF in La Grande, Oregon 
  Bill Higgins:Bill Higgins, Idaho Forest Group, Lewiston, ID 
  Mark Bingman:Mark Bingman, Joseph, OR 
  Kerry Kemp:Kerry Kemp, The Nature Conservancy, Baker City, OR 
  REBECCA Viray:Rebecca Viray, NMFS, La Grande, OR 
  Amanda Lindsay:Amanda Lindsay, District Silviculturist, Malheur NF 
  John Shafer:John Shafer Umatilla County Oregon 
  Jamie Ratliff:Jamie Ratliff, Forest Wildlife Bio, Wallowa-whitman National Forest, Baker City OR 
  Cat Caruso:Hi - This is Cat Caruso, R6 OCCE 
  Jacob Putney:Jacob Putney, OSU, Baker City, OR 
  Diane Shirley:Diane Shirley, South Zone Silviculturist, Umatilla NF 
  A. Underhill:Alicia Underhill, Bend-Fort Rock Ranger District, Bend, OR 
  Chad Hanson, Ph.D. 3:Hi Marco, I'm on the phone for audio (but I am also on Adobe Connect for video) 
so when my presentation comes up, can you please un-mute me? Thanks. Chad 
  Bryce Kellogg:Bryce Kellogg, The Nature Conservancy, Bend OR 
  Andrea:Andrea Dolbear, Environmental Coordinator, Fremont-Winema NF 
  PATRICIA DORSEY:Patt Dorsey, National Wild Turkey Federation 
  Willy Crippen:Willy Crippen Coordinator N Blue Mt Cohesive Strategy Partership ODF LaGrande 
  Robyn Armstrong:Robyn Armstrong, Nez Perce Tribe 
  Emily Platt:That was Rob Klavins. Thanks, Rob.  
  Dan Shively:Dan Shively, Director of Natural Resources, U.S. Forest Service, Pacific Northwest Regional 
Office 



  Upekala Wijayratne:Upekala Wijayratne, Ecologist, Blue Mountains National Forests 
  Lizzy Berkley:Lizzy Berkley, Forest Wildlife Bio - Umatilla NF 
  Rebecca Lemons:Rebecca Lemons, OSU Corvallis, Oregon 
  Lauren:Lauren DuRocher, Bend-Fort Rock Ranger District, Deschtues NF (Bend, OR) 
  Katy Nesbitt:Katy Nesbitt, Enterprise 
  Judy Suing (Room 5):Judy Suing, Portland, OR 
  Laura Platt:Laura Platt, Portland OR 
  Jessica Keys:Jessica Keys, US Senator Jeff Merkley, Baker City 
  Richard C:Richatd Cissel, Umatilla NF 
  Keala Hagmann:Keala Hagmann, Seattle 
  Paul Ruprecht:Paul Ruprecht, Western Watersheds Project, Reno, NV 
  Doug:Doug Hancock, Camp Sherman, Oregon 
  Skye Greenler:Skye Greenler, Corvallis, OR 
  Andres Holz:Andres Holz, Portland State University 
  Tom Montoya:Tom Montoya, W-W NF  
  Paul Anderson:Paul Anderson, Corvallis OR 
  Marilyn Miller:Marilyn Miller, Bend 
  Andy Kerr:Randi Spivak, Center for Biological Diversity 
  Bill 2:Bill Kuhn, Region 6 Ecology Program 
  Veronica Warnock:Veronica Warnock, Joseph OR 
  Robert Ohrn:Robert Ohrn Friends of the Metolius 
  Mark Stern:Mark Stern, The NAture Conservancy, Portland 
  Elizabeth Willy:USFWS Klamath Falls, OR 
  Michael Reed:Michael Reed, Acting Deputy Regional Forester, Region 6, US Forest Service, Portland, OR 
  David Mildrexler:David Mildrexler, Eastern Oregon Legacy Lands 
  Michelle D. King:Michelle D. King, Deputy District Ranger, Bend-Fort Rock RD, Deschutes NF 
  Kathleen Cathey:Kathleen Cathey, Senator Wyden 
  Lisa:Lisa Mahon, Wallowa County 
  Gina:ALL the NFs. :) 
  Cat Caruso:Other - All of the Above (regional office) 
  Michael Reed:Other: All PNW forests 
  Bill 2:Southwestern OR forests 
  REBECCA Viray:ESA consulations for UNF and MNF 
  Bill Anthony:Bill Anthony, Sisters OR 
  Angela Sondenaa:Multiple Forests -- Not just one. 
  Kathleen Cathey:Other: Umatilla/WW/Malheur 
  Andy Kerr:This is lame. Leave no national forest behind. 
  Dominick DellaSala:Tongass 
  Cristina Peterson:Cristina Peterson, Bend - Fort Rock Ranger District, Deschutes NF 
  Bill Richardson:I interact with forests across R6, Bill Richardson RMEF 
  Doni Bruland:Doni Bruland, Baker County 
  Paul Hessburg:All eastside forests 
  Julia Riber, Forest Service, Regional Office:All of the Forests 
  Kimberly Conley:Kimberly Conley, Assistant Regional Fisheries Biologist, Forest Service Regional Office, 
Portland Oregon 
  R. Klavins 2:Rob Klavins, NE Oregon Field Coordinator, Oregon Wild (Enterprise) now in the Adobe 
Connect 



  Irene Jerome:Irene Jerome, American Forest Resource Council , based in John Day but I work on  the 
Fre-Win, Malheur, Ochoco, WW and the Umatilla 
  PATRICIA DORSEY:NWTF is also involved in a stewardship project on the Malheur and talking to the 
Umatilla in addition to the Ochoco. 
  Dave Powell:Dave Powell, Pendleton OR 
  Julia Riber, Forest Service, Regional Office:Yes!! 
  Richie Gardner:Richie Gardner, Pendleton, OR 
  Michael:Michael McWilliams, La Grande, OR 
  Andres Holz:BTW, Adobe is not giving me access to my camera, which is fine but wanted to give you a 
heads up 
  Nathan Poage:Nathan Poage, R6 USFS, NE Oregon Area Ecology Program 
  Dave Wiley:My Other selections meands all of the above. 
  Brandon Houck:Brandon Houck, Umatilla National Forest, Heppner, OR 
  Patty  Burel:If you haven't introduced yourself, please type in your first and last name and city you are 
located . 
  Holly Harris, Umatilla NF:Holly Harris, Walla Walla 
  shirley jaynes:shirley jaynes prineville 
  Rod Krahmer:Rod Krahmer, ODFW -Salem 
  Becky Kerns:Becky Kerns, Corvallis, OR - PNW Research Station 
  Maren Peterson:Maren Peterson La Grande 
  Emelie Montgomery-Jones:Emelie Montgomery=Jones, La Grande 
  Robin Vora:Robin Vora, Bend OR, I am unable to hear anything 
  Gayle Casselman:Gayle Casselman, Prineville OR 
  Julia Riber, Forest Service, Regional Office:Robin, there's a phone number to call into 
  Julia Riber, Forest Service, Regional Office:Hang tight and I'll get it for you 
  Mike Spisak- RO:Michael Spisak, Acting NR Assistant Director- Portland 
  Mike Anderson:Mike Anderson, Seattle 
  Julia Riber, Forest Service, Regional Office:Conference line: 1-877-369-5243 or 1-617-668-3633Access 
Code: 0994229# 
  Kit Dickey 2:Kit Dickey, Bend OR, I am unable to hear anything. 
  Julia Riber, Forest Service, Regional Office:Kit, all audio is through the phone line.  Conference line: 1-
877-369-5243 or 1-617-668-3633Access Code: 0994229# 
  Gayle Casselman:Kit, the audio is available ONLY via your phone (as I understand it). 
  Maia Enzer:Yes, audio is all through the conference call line.  
  PATRICIA DORSEY:I can't see the slides either. I think my connection may be too slow? 
  Maia Enzer:There was a slight delay. Hopefully everyone can see the slides now.  
  Emily Platt 2:Patricia - You should see a slide that says "Social values ..." at the top now.  
  Marilyn Miller:Marilyn Miller Bend Oregon I am unable to hear anything on the computer.  
Suggestions? 
  Emily Platt 2:Marilyn - all audi is through the phone line. Conference line: 1-877-369-5243 or 1-617-
668-3633Access Code: 0994229# 
  Emily Platt 2:Sorry that wasn't clear! 
  PATRICIA DORSEY:I see Adobe Presenter with a spinning green circle 
  Emily Platt 2:Patricia - I think it must be your connection. Can you hear ok through the phone line?  
  Marilyn Miller:Okay I am looking on the computer and listening on the telephone.   
  Marilyn Miller:got it 
  Julia Riber, Forest Service, Regional Office:Patricia, Susan is covering most of everything in the slides in 
her presentation so you should be ok by listening.  



  cfriesen:suggestion upload the ppts to hte handout pod to download 
  Michael:Susan is speaking very quickly!  please slow down a bit. 
  PATRICIA DORSEY:Yes - I can hear through the phone just can't see the slides. I can also see the "closed 
captioning" at the bottom. 
  Joette Storm:I can see the slides but have no audio despite checking the settings.  
  Emily Platt 2:All audio is through the phone line: Conference line: 1-877-369-5243 or 1-617-668-
3633Access Code: 0994229# 
  PATRICIA DORSEY:Having the option to download the PowerPoint would be great. 
  Emily Platt 2:We'll post the powerpoints online after the forum.  
  R. Klavins 2:• Collaboratives have functioned with some involvement from conservation groups 
because they took place within a framework of environmental protections and sideboards of which the 
screens were a keystone. The USFS talks a lot about social license and public trust. Is the USFS aware 
that you are losing your social license, jeopardizing collaborative efforts, and creating controversy with 
this effort? 
  Marilyn Miller:The speaker is talking so fast I can't keep up! 
  Jeff Perreault:Also, sounds like the speaker is speaking from a script. If so, would be nice to distribute 
the script along with the associated .ppt 
  Patty  Burel:We  can make the written transcripts available to folks after the science forum is 
completed.   
  Patty  Burel:It isn't a script it would be the captioner transcript 
  John Shafer:Will these documents be emailed to us? I am not familliar with this particular format. 
  Patty  Burel:John - try going to the handout pod under the speaker's web cam video..and hit the 
download file button. This will allow you to open and save the documents in theere.  
  John Shafer:Thank you! 
  Patty  Burel:If you have some problems doing it..send me an email at patricia.burel@usda.gov and I will 
email them to you 
  Kathleen Cathey:Patty, can you email docs to me Kathleenmcathey@gmail.com.  Thanks! 
  Audrey Maclennan:The handout documents will also be available on the project website: 
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgo.usa.gov%2FxvV4X&amp;data=
02%7C01%7C%7Cedf82b7bdf5243a6d32508d7f5f1ee19%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C
0%7C0%7C637248291742641964&amp;sdata=Q5vCxFZgOlEsXOJXrI41n5e7EEqX1CWTK5o3Y5nHfhY%3D
&amp;reserved=0  
  Marilyn Miller:Can all docs be emailed to me at:  goosemiller@msn.com   
  Bruce Eddy:.Bruce Eddy: Oregon Depaertment of Fish and Wildlife 
  Dave Werntz:Dave Werntz, Conservation Northwest Twisp, WA 
  Logan Berner:Logan Berner, Flagstaff, Arizona  
  Sara Ghafouri:Sara Ghafouri, American Forest Resource Council Portland, OR  
  Patty  Burel:@ Marilyn Miller @ Kathleen Cathey ..I have email documents to you both. 
  Emily Platt 2:For folks who joined late, all audio is through the conference line: Conference line: 1-877-
369-5243 or 1-617-668-3633 Access Code: 0994229# 
  R. Klavins 2:What makes a native species of tree "undersireable"? 
  Dave Wiley:Dave Wiley, rocky Mountain Elk Foundations\ 
  Emily Platt 2:Let's hold questions until after our third panelist here. Just a few more minutes! 
  Andy G:Star 6 
  Patty  Burel:Press # 2 Tom 
  Patty  Burel:That will get Marco's attention to have you speark 
  Joette Storm: Will these slides be available after the workshop? 
  Dominick DellaSala:hard to hear the speaker - maybe get closer to the phone  
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  Mike Billman:Speaker sounds garbled.  
  Emily Platt 2:Yes, these slides will be available after the workshop.  
  Pam Hardy:A little bit ... 
  Marilyn Miller:Can anyone write on the white board? 
  Maia Enzer:Yes 
  Maia Enzer:Click the "T"  
  Angela Sondenaa:My comment does not seem to be showing up on the board. 
  Doug Heiken:That whiteboard exercise did not work. I lost my place in the frenzy, was unable to 
complate my thought. 
  Emily Platt 2:Click outside of the text box you created 
  Andy G:Do you want people to raise hand to ask question? Or? 
  Emily Platt 2:Sorry, Doug. There will be time for questions in just a minute.  
  Marilyn Miller:I couldn't type on the white board.  
  Emily Platt 2:No problem, Marilyn. Feel free to type in chat box now if you like 
  Angela Sondenaa:Here is my comment: "Past (mis)management + climate change has created an 
ecological crisis within old forests" 
  R. Klavins 2:• Why is this a rapid assessment? Why now? What’s the rush? To the extent these were 
temporary rules, they were meant to be a placeholder until broader rules could be put into place. How 
can you justify just tinkering with the only meaningful protections for big old trees in Eastern Oregon? 
  Marilyn Miller:Basically I said I want to keep the 21 inch rule.  It has provided a way to keep large 
and/or old trees in the forest.  I am scared to death to lose this rule!! 
  PATRICIA DORSEY:Patty - Could you email my powerpoints also? 
  Marilyn Miller:For me it is a wildlife habitat issue 
  Pam Hardy:Can you explain in a bit more details what would happen if we were to allow grand fir to 
persist.  How much more fire-intolerant is it? 
  R. Klavins 2:• We don’t have an overabundance of large or old trees. Can’t most of the goals you have 
outlined be mostly met through natural disturbance and focusing on trees under 21”? Most of what I’ve 
heard today has been an argument for keeping – or strengthening - the screens. It’s my understanding 
that when they were originally put into place, the scientific panel recommended protecting all trees 
≥20” dbh and all trees ≥150 y.o. Will consideration be given to increasing the protective nature of the 
screens? 
  David Mildrexler:To your knoledge Is the Forest Service currently protecting old trees that are less than 
21 inches? If not, why? The 21 inch rule should not impede protections for these special trees. 
  Chad Hanson, Ph.D. 3:I did not see citations to peer-reviewed studies recommending removal of fir 
trees over 21 inches in diameter ostensibly to curb wildfires. 
  Mark Webb:What (if any) advantages ecologically speaking does the current 21 inch standard provide? 
  R. Klavins 2:I'll keep 'em coming in hopes one passes muster:  
  R. Klavins 2:• What makes a native species of tree “undesirable”? 
  Tom Casselman:Does keeping the 21" rule risk creating a mono culture? Tom Casselman 
  Mary Williams:What are the projection for tree growth over time, (i.e. tree diameter under climate 
projections)?  
  R. Klavins 2:Can trees be left on site to address the ecological concerns? Doesn't taking them off site 
reduce the ecological benefits that were mentioned (like large material in riparian areas) 
  Andrew Merschel:They could accomplish some of those functions, but that will continue the loss of 
ponderosa pine that have been removed from moist mixed-conifer stands.  So there's a tradeoff when 
keeping larger shade tolerants 
  Marilyn Miller:We need to keep large, maybe younger than 120 years, FIR trees for wildlife habitat!! 
  Logan Berner:What proportion of trees on the landscape are >= 21" ?  



  Robin Vora:Do we have simple guidelines a timber marker could use to identify old trees for all tree 
species and ecosystems? 
  Becky Gravenmier, PNW Research Stn:that is a managemetn questions emily 
  Marilyn Miller:In Glaze Meadow near Sisters we kept small diameter trees that were old.  Some were 
as small as 14 dbh 
  Randi Spivak:What are the timber targets for the eastside forests under theTrump exectuive order to 
up the  cut? 
  R. Klavins 2:Can’t most of the goals you have outlined be mostly met through natural disturbance and 
focusing on trees under 21”?  
  Paula Hood:Is there a deficit old and large fir across the landscape, especially for species such as 
marten that seem to preferentially use fir? 
  Andrew Hursh:Tom spoke about the interesting tradeoffs in carbon loss from a forest - treatement 
versus no action, etc. How do you think about modeling carbon gain in a moisture-limited forest? Given 
gategories such as treatment by removing small trees, treatment by removing small and large trees, 
treatment by removing large trees, etc. -- are there differences in how each of these scenarios will 
experience carbon uptake in a warming climate w/ steady precip? 
  R. Klavins 2:"undesireable" was used in one of the slides. 
  Maren Peterson:MMC forests are defined by shade tolerant /fire intolerant species., like Grand Fir. 
Harvesting large/old grand fir will seems to changing  the fundamental t structure  and composition of 
these forests. Sounds like you're implying a complete change in the structure and composition of MMC 
forests. How do you decide how many to cut and how many to take without impacting an entire 
ecosystem? Seems like a difficult process. 
  Marilyn Miller:I am on the Steering Committee of the Deschutes Collaborative Forest Project.  In all our 
written recommendations that were accepted by the DNFS all say to keep old trees and species over 21 
dbh 
  Chad Hanson, Ph.D. 3:If a 23-inch diameter fir is seen as competing with an adjacent large pine, I have 
not heard an ecological rationale for selling and removing the fir, as opposed to creating a snag or 
downed log for habitat, and keeping the carbon in the forest. Removal seems to be about timber 
commodity goals, not science. 
  Angela Sondenaa:One unintended consequence of the 21" rule was managers designing projects that 
cut most trees up to 20.9" to make projects economically profitable -- which further degraded ecological 
conditions and removed the next cohort of "recruitment" trees within the stand.  Will any new 
standards provide for rolling retention and promotion of old forest conditions? 
  Andrew Merschel:Great point Angela 
  Becky Gravenmier, PNW Research Stn:she shoudl have read chad hanson as he is a competitor adn will 
think he is being ingored 
  Paula Hood:My understanding, from the USFS guidance provided froma FOIA, is that large hollowed 
out fir remains at a deficit 
  Patty  Burel:Please remember to type in any comments or thoughts or questions as speakers are 
presenting.  
  Patty  Burel:Also if you haven't told us who you are and where you are located..can you please type 
that in the chat pod for us.  thanks everyone. i 
  Andrew Merschel:What does old-growth and late seral mean in dry forest? 
  Keala Hagmann:What will keep large trees from being "liquidated" by fire and drought as is happening 
increasingly across western NA? 
  Marilyn Miller:Why does the Forest Service in all districts across the east side of Oregon have a 
vendetta against Grand and White Fir? 



  Keala Hagmann:Large trees were prevalent historically in low-density and/or patch forests, not in 
forests as dense as current conditions. 
  R. Klavins 2:Good historical reminders! 
  Keala Hagmann:Leaving large wood on site as snags or logs leaves fuel on site. What about concern for 
burning high fuel loads impact on roots, ground, and live tree boles? 
  Matt Reilly:Not to mention mychorhizzal networks 
  Patty  Burel: Again we cleared chat pod but we have a copy of it still.  
  Keala Hagmann:Always have to talk about spatial distribution of high-severity patch size by forest type, 
not just percentage across highly diverse landscapes 
  Andrew Merschel:Can Paul provide some context for those results?  What environments and forest 
types?  
  Patty  Burel:Also with whiteboard responses we can we can separate out comments later.  
  Keala Hagmann:Spatial pattern matters! 
  Patty  Burel:Please keep your thoughts and questions coming into the chat pod. Thanks everyone. 
  Pam Hardy:Both recently burned & old forest may be equally bio-diverse, but they play different roles 
... don't they?  It's not the same species mix. 
  R. Klavins 2:For the USFS - a dry ponderosa pine forest in the Fre-Win is very different from an MMC in 
the N. Blues. How will you create a rule that fits all those places without having so much discretion that 
you'll lose public trust? 
  Marilyn Miller:R. Klavins ---  good question! 
  Marilyn Miller:R. Klavins - that was a good question 
  Andy G:Dense can mean many things 
  R. Klavins 2:Would be interested to hear from this panel on carbon (sequestration) values of the 
screens? And the difference in carbon consequences of logging vs. natural disturbance? 
  David Mildrexler:I appreciate the mention of importance of early-successional ecosystems. Disturbance 
is a key mechanism for ecosystem composition shift and adaptation to change. 
  Jamie Ratliff:The plan that John is talking about is what Forest Service district wildlife biologists use as 
best available science to make recommendations for management. If anyone has any questions about 
how Forest Service biologists use this plan please feel free to contact me. 
  Marilyn Miller:Everything I am hearing from the speakers is KEEP the large trees 
  Marilyn Miller:Thinning produces more emissions than most fires.  Just think about that for a minute 
  Susan Jane Brown:Question for Bev: how do we reduce the volatility (loss) of carbon storage in 
frequent fire forests?  Should we simply suppress all fires and cease all timber harvest? 
  Kerry Kemp:John, how have 25 years of protections under the eastside screens impacted population 
trends of bird species of concern that would originally have benefitted or been protected under this 
rule?  What has 25 years of monitoring of these species told us about the efficacy of the eastside 
screens? 
  Mathieu Federspiel:Is there any data on forest nutrient cycle, how much fiber removal can a forest 
tolerate, what is the effect on soil of removing fiber and any protection organic matter adds to soil for 
climate change? 
  Keala Hagmann:Thick bark only protects if the it's not a crown fire! 
  Marilyn Miller:Good question Mathieu 
  Andrew Merschel:Resistance of large ponderosa pine to fire is dependent on frequent fire.  Frequent 
fire has been removed from these forests for more than a century.  
  iral:true fir has a thin bark and would be susceptable fires 
  Matt Reilly:Even big trees are susceptible to low severity surface fires that consume the accumatled 
duff where these trees now access water with their fine roots 



  Doug Heiken:If there is such a low probability that wildland fuel reduction will interact with wildfire, 
where should fuel treatmets be prioritized, in the structure ignition zone? 
  Andrew Merschel:The WUI 
  Marilyn Miller:Treatments should start in the WUI; not the back country 
  Andrew Merschel:Probability of fire is extremely low because we supress 98% of all fires at an 
enormous cost.  Contemporary amounts of high-severity fire do not reflect the resistance or 
preparedness of these forests to fire. 
  Andy G:Satellite-based maps of burns don't do a good job identifying the kind of ecosystem that burns 
  Matt Reilly:More big trees are dying from drought and insects than from fire - these trees would 
benefit from reduced competition, Even if a fire doesn't occur in a treament there is ecological benefit 
to big old trees. 
  R. Klavins 2:Sounds like we need more disturbance...from previous panelists, it sounds like natural 
disturbance >>> logging for ecological reasons like carbon, large structure retention, soil health, etc...? 
  Keala Hagmann:So, James, are you suggesting that it takes a lot less time to regrow large grand fir than 
large ponderosa? 
  Chad Hanson, Ph.D. 3:Citations to peer-reviewed sources? 
  R. Klavins 2:Retract that...but might be a good question for the last panel... 
  R. Klavins 2:However, it's not clear what any of this is based on... 
  Emily Platt 2:Rob can you clarify? What what is based on?  
  James Johnston:It takes less time to regrow large grand fir than ponderosa pine, yes. 
  Marilyn Miller:I think Rob was referring to James presentation 
  R. Klavins 2:Citations? Lots of claims that I didn't see support for beyond an opinion in JJ's presentation. 
  Emily Platt 2:Got it, thanks, Marilyn 
  Emily Platt 2:Ok, got it, thanks, Rob.  
  Angela Sondenaa:Seems like we are looking at an ecological problem created by a suite of conditions 
(changes fire frequency, livestock grazing, past logging, changes in wildlife pops, etc.) but the USFS often 
tries to fix these conditions using an economic solution (ie commercial logging) where the solution often 
takes on a life of it's own without regard for the needed ecological outcome.  This crertes distrust and a 
wariness  to change the wildlife screens protecting large trees. USFS needs to build the trust needed to 
convince stakeholders that their are truely crafting an ecological solution to an ecological problem.  If 
there are economic benefits too that's great but it should not be the primary goal. 
  Emily Platt 2:Thanks, Angela.  
  Matt Reilly:James started with a s list of several peer reviewed publications he was drawing from. 
  R. Klavins 2:I'll look later. Thanks 
  Andy G:Isn't Multiple Use Sustained Yield Act istill relevant law? 
  Doug Heiken:MUSYA "breathes discretion in every pore" so it's not much of a constraint. 
  R. Klavins 2:James indicated the HRV doesn’t matter. Andreas and others seemed to base their 
research on the idea that it really was. Which is it? Might it matter how we define it? 
  Susan Jane Brown:HRV is relevant for past conditions, perhaps less so for future, sustainable conditions 
(esp. given climate change) 
  Marilyn Miller:I think I heard James say "the past doesn't matter?"  Did I hear that correctly? 
  R. Klavins 2:Is the research in DMC or dry ponderosa in the Malheur relevant to the MMC in the N. 
Blues, etc.? and vice versa? 
  Doug Heiken:the 21" rule was intended to be interim while we waited for development and a 
comprehensive ecosystem plan. We still dont have that yet. 
  R. Klavins 2:The screens were meant as a placeholder till there were more holistic protections. There 
were never given an arbitrary experiation date. 



  Dominick DellaSala:dismissing the past means it's ok to redirect forests as the large trees of the past no 
longer model? THat's how I interept what James said that the past doesn't matter - this completely 
discounts evolutionary ecology  
  R. Klavins 2:The "temporary" thing is getting misrepresented. 
  James Johnston:Marilyn, Rob, and Dominick:  If you ask me a question, I'll answer it.  I'm not sure if 
your thoughts above are directed at me, or exactly what it is you want to know.  I believe you both have 
my email, too. 
  R. Klavins 2:It’s my understanding that in MMC, the variability in fire regimes drove systems more than 
the averages. How do we account for that? How de we account for function and not just states? 
  Emily Platt 2:I think it would be worth a question on the phone line when we open things up.  
  Chad Hanson, Ph.D. 3:The suggestion, that natural range of variability does not matter, is a very 
dangerous viewpoint from an ecological standpoint.  We cannot ignore the conditions under which 
species evolved,. 
  Dominick DellaSala:please read Henjum and all the citations in my presentation before you conclude 
that large firs weren't dominant - there are multiple historical evidence that shows they were present in 
abundance based on historical timber surveys, GLO, witness trees, historical accounts etc - I'm hearing 
this a lot and not seeing the citation base for it 
  Marilyn Miller:James can you clariify what you said about the "past" in regards to structure and 
abudance of different species?  Does it matter for futuremanagemtn? or the way we think about current 
conditions 
  Dominick DellaSala:thanks James - yes - my statement can be viewed as a question - did I hear you 
correctly that history doesn't matter? If so, I'm a bit surprised by that remark - please clarify 
  James Johnston:I mispoke, or was exaggerating if I said that "the past doesn't matter."  My point, which 
I hope was obvious, is that we can't put trees that we've logged or lost from fire or insects back on the 
stump.  We need to look forward.  And looking forward, the data indicates t that we are  creating stands 
that are dominated by shade tolerant species. 
  Chad Hanson, Ph.D. 3:I am still not seeing any evidence for the claim that removing trees over 21 
inches in diameter will somehow reduce fire severity. 
  Dominick DellaSala:thanks James - I hear you know - but without the screens in place, I don't see a way 
forward to restoring the large tree component including large firs - please see the citations in my last 
slide - very large numbers of large trees including firs - it was variable but still way above current levels - 
cheers 
  Marilyn Miller:If we give the forest service the go ahead on cutting trees over 21 dbh.  We will not have 
a single large tree left..  PPine. Grand/white fir or Doug Fir.  The FS will get pressured to cut the most for 
dollars 
  Patty  Burel:Press # 2 on your telephone to ask a question 
  Dominick DellaSala:the last speaker - I have no idea how hou can make this conclusion - do you really 
believe that moving a landscape that was predominately in late seral and was logged over to more late 
seral is somehow inconsistent? I have no idea where that statement came from but it has no basis in 
ecological literature  
  Pam Hardy:What's really the problem with letting the forest gently transition to grand fir from 
ponderosa pine?  I've heard that grand fir is more likely to burn at high intensity, and result in stand 
replacing fire that may not come back to forest (type conversion).  Is that true? What would be the 
other effects? 
  Keala Hagmann:Under a warming climate, is it possible to increase fuel load without eventually 
increasing fire severity? 
  Keala Hagmann:Also, under warming climate, is it possible to increase connectivity of fuel without 
increasing likelihood of increasingly extensive crown fires? 



  Chad Hanson, Ph.D. 3:Denser forests, with higher biomass, do not tend to burn more severely, so the 
"fuel load" comment does not track with most data.  
  Marilyn Miller:Chad I agree with you and that is where the science is leading 
  R. Klavins 2:Doing nothing? We can do a lot while focusing on trees <21" 
  R. Klavins 2:Seems like a false choice. 
  Dominick DellaSala:for all speakers - is the problem more firs as a density issue or is it large firs that 
yoiu are concerned about removing? There's a big difference in how each of the panels is viewing this - 
this panel sees it as fuel the other panel saw it as a rare element on the landscape due to logging 
  Chad Hanson, Ph.D. 3:We keep hearing that fir are more susceptible to fire than pine--if so, how does 
the assumption that fir will replace pine make any sense, given projections for more fire? 
  James Johnston:Sorry, Dominick, I'm not following your question.   
  PATRICIA DORSEY:For what it is worth James. I understood the point you were making. . . It is our 
choice if we want shade tolerant (fir) or fire resilient species (pondo) on the landscape. This needs to be 
taken in context of the habitat and historical species.  
  Randi Spivak:Will the Forest Service ccommit to a robust look at ending grazing in eastside forests? Its 
the elephant in the room, along with fire suppression? 
  James Johnston:Patricia:  Precisely!  You said it better than me.   
  Maren Peterson:better than I... 
  Marilyn Miller:I have been involved with forest comments for 21 years.  Why does the Forest Service 
have a vendetta against fir?  This question is for Andres 
  Dominick DellaSala:fir densities maybe increasing but wee still have a big deficit of large firs and large 
trees of all species - hence the need for screens to keep this honest - I see a major difference across 
these panels in how large trees are valued  
  R. Klavins 2:Aren't we also largely succesful in supressing the smallest fires? 
  Keala Hagmann:The conversation is not about removing all large trees, it's about removing young large 
trees where they impede assisting adaptation to warming climate 
  Dominick DellaSala:please define a young large tree Keala  
  Maren Peterson:The question was about large grand fir. 
  Marilyn Miller:All grazing of sheep and cows should end in our Eastside Forests 
  Keala Hagmann:Paul threw out 125 to 150 years. I think the definition is under development 
  Paula Hood:Categorizing fir (or any tree species) that are, for example, over 100 years old as 'young' 
seems problematic. Is there not a 'mature' category in addition to 'old' and 'young'? It seems to be 
ignore an important cohort of trees (and large and old tree recruitment) to group 130 year old trees in 
the same category as, say, a 20 year old tree.  
  Andrew Merschel:Fire exclusion began in ~1900 
  Doug Heiken:Important to remember that we are not talking about removing large trees versus doing 
nothing. The agency can meet all of its goals by removing trees less than 21" dbh, including shifting 
species composition and increasing drought and fire resilience.  
  Andy G:We are successful at suppressing most fires, and that is done by keeping them small. Many of 
those could go on to do "useful" work, but aren't. 
  Andrew Merschel:A young grand fir is <120 years old in most landscapes 
  Paul Hessburg:Fir exclusion began with the loss of Native American burning by 1850. 
  Logan Berner:Doug makes an excellent point 
  Dominick DellaSala:yep - heard that - makes no sense to me - it's about big trees that come with 
structure - age is a correlate but not going to address the big deficit that still exists in large trees - this is 
a specious argument for taking out large trees  
  Keala Hagmann:As Andrew demonstrated, preserving 21-inch rule leaves small old ponderosa and 
other fire- and drought-tolerant trees at jeopardy 



  Marilyn Miller:Doug made a comment that should be read outloud to this group 
  Dominick DellaSala:Paul - are you seriously saying that fire suppression back in 1850s was ass effective 
as post WW-II suppression era?  
  PATRICIA DORSEY:One of the first panelists spoke to the management balances here. Large trees vs. 
small trees, long term vs. short term, active management vs. let nature takes its course, etc.   If fir 
outcompetes pondo and the climate continues  to get hotter and dryer - what are the predictions about 
how to make our forests more resilient to climate change? 
  Matt Reilly:Is it worth presevring the  shorter lived grand fir at the expense of losing the big old 
pnderosa pine? 
  David Mildrexler:I think it is oversimplifying to refer to such a broad diveristy of eastside forests as "dry 
forests."  It's easy to classify it that way when juxtaposed against the coastal forests. Moist mixed 
conifer have broad ranges of variability and diverse species composition.  Fire is only one of many 
natural disturabances that affect these forests. They are designed to shift in different directions. Be 
cautious about "preparing" moist forests for hotter and drier conditions by making them hotter and 
drier! Where appropriate, small tree removals and reintro of fire will reduce grand fir, even if large 
diameter trees are left standing. Thanks to all presenters!  
  R. Klavins 2:Matt, I don't think we all agree that's the choice at hand 
  Andrew Merschel:Look at any fire history study in the nw.  Fire exclusion was effective by 1910 at the 
latest 
  Paula Hood:It does not seem realistic to assume that fire suppression was effective in steep and 
remote areas prior to at least ~ WWII. Access is currently very difficult, especially for many moist mixed 
conifer forests in steep areas in certain places 
  R. Klavins 2:I think Doug said it well 
  Elijah Neymark:Is there a way we can receive all of the presenters powerpoints? 
  R. Klavins 2:Hope the next session will allow us to ask process type questions.  
  Bill Richardson:Great point, Paul!  The quote about Fremont and tree density ignores the decimation of 
native americans by 1848, and the accompanying lack of anthropogenic fire. 
  Randi Spivak:You just erased everyone's comments. Will the forest service look at ending grazing? Will 
the forest Service look at stopping fire suppresion? Didn't get an answer to that.  
  Chad Hanson, Ph.D. 3:I have not seen evidence to suupport that assumption large fir kills adjacent large 
pine. Citations? 
  Randi Spivak:does the Forest now log ponderosa pine less than 21" ? 
  Emily Platt 2:Adding for Karen Coulter: if we got rid of diameter limit, density issue on the ground, 
based on field data,  shows that excess density is all young trees 
  Marilyn Miller:Randi YES they do. 
  Emily Platt 2:More for Karen - problems not being created by large trees 
  R. Klavins 2:Also lots of exceptions allowing logging >21" Happy to share recent photos Randi 
  PATRICIA DORSEY:I think some thoughts about future climate conditions and impacts on these forests 
would be helpful. At the same time, assuming that a lot of that is modeled and open to different 
interpretations.  
  Maren Peterson:It would be great to have the citations re: Hanson's statement.  
  R. Klavins 2:Also, hope you can please share the chat boxes. Missed some good stuff when previous 
boxes were deleted. 
  Patty  Burel:None of the chat pods were deleted..we have all the information captured. 
  Jamie Ratliff:It sounds like some people are saying that, from a wildlife perspective, we have lost so 
many large pine trees that we may want to retain large grand fir to mitigate some of that loss even 
though there is plenty of fir relative to HRV.  The question is,  how many fir to retain  and what is the 
tradeoff of doing so in terms of climate and fire resiliency? 



  Dominick DellaSala:one of the main ways to adapt forests to climate chaos is to reduce anthropogenic 
stressors - this is what the FS and FS scientists miss  
  Angela Sondenaa:I think we need to remind ourselves that the 21" standard is a very simplistic 
measure to protect wildlife habitat provided by late and old structure.  Late & old structure provides an 
ecological service to our native wildlife.  Any new standard needs to be much more robust than the 21" 
rule and protect the full range of ecological values contained in old forests. 
  Dominick DellaSala:reserve design 
  Bev Law:Patricia - It is in my presentation. See the citations for Buotte et al at the end of my 
presentation. We ran the worst case scenario of increased atmospheric CO and we mapped vulnerability 
of forests across the western US. My second to the last slide shows vulnerabiity to drought or fire in the 
future, under future climate. 
  Logan Berner:It seems critical to evaluate potential carbon emissions associated with treatment 
activities. How much fossil fuel carbon is being emitted while treating these forests? How much carbon 
in live trees would be removed by these treatments? 
  PATRICIA DORSEY:I want to thank the USFS for presenting different points of view. Doing so requires 
courage and taking some serious risk. I think you built credibility and trust in doing so.  
  PATRICIA DORSEY:Thank you Bev.  
  R. Klavins 2:Complicated stuff with lots of interested publics and serious ramifications. Seems like no 
reason to rush this...especially in these times! 
  Dominick DellaSala:I agree that you Forest Service especially Emily for honest disagreements among 
scientists - appreciate it 
  Marilyn Miller:If we are going to change the rule let us drop it to 16dbh.  No cutting of any species over 
16dbh. 
  R. Klavins 2:Thanks for hosting this.  
  Mark Stern:The USFS may want to carefully review the guidance of the east side screens, and 
specifically what that guidance allows and doesn't allow - it's' not simply a black and white 21" rule, but 
directs if, when and how the 21" rule is applied.  It would benefit all to understand these important 
nuances in terms of what was intended., and how that compares with how the guidance has been 
interpreted and applied. 
  Chad Hanson, Ph.D. 3:We were told earlier that USFS is not necessarily going to propose removing 
trees over 21 dbh, but now we are hearing something different. 
  Robyn Armstrong:When would a final decision be expected? 
  Emily Platt 2:Final decision likely sometime this winter.  
  Robyn Armstrong:Thanks 
  James Johnston:A last thought:  There is not hard and fast "science" answer to the question of whether 
we should have a 21" rule.  Whether we have a 21" rule is a question of goals and objectives.  There are 
hard and fast answers to specific questions, for instance, the  relative abundance of fir over time, and I'd 
encoourage folks to comunicate with scientists who research these questions. 
  Marilyn Miller:Is the FS going to read all of our CHAT comments? 
  Emily Platt 2:Yes, we will read all the chat comments, Marilyn- thank you! 
  Jeff Perreault:please again post email address to request materials... 
  Dominick DellaSala:its also an issue of trust - trust is earned - it's not a given - accountability is based on 
standards 
  David Mildrexler:Eastside moist mixed conifer forests have broad ranges of variability, and are affected 
by a variety of natural disturbances.... Fire is just one piece of the story.     
  Holly Harris, Umatilla NF:agree Mark Stern. there is no one size fits all 
  Emily Platt 2:Jeff, we'll post everything to our website 
  Marilyn Miller:Thank you everyone 



  Jeff Perreault:which specific website? 
  Elijah Neymark:Any way to obtain all presenters powerpoints? 
  Audrey Maclennan:All meeting materials will be posted on our project website: 
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgo.usa.gov%2FxvV4X&amp;data=
02%7C01%7C%7Cf58ac92cbed14c7fabf708d7f5ff626b%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0
%7C0%7C637248349525175712&amp;sdata=wjAQvsutwy4%2Fp82gW%2BDj6Iwelt%2FqopWS4e7c72Of
PD8%3D&amp;reserved=0 
  Jeff Perreault:Will these be added to the Resources area of that webpage? 
  Kit Dickey 2:There iare so many variables that creating one set of rules is problematic. Perhaps a set of 
goals or desired outcomes would allow each forest/district to respond best to on the ground 
circumstances. 
  Kit Dickey 2:Thank you for hosting this workshop. Creating the platform and format under such new 
and ill defined circumstances must have been chalenging. You did a great job. I look forward to 
participating laer in the week. 
  Jeff Perreault:Audrey and Emily, where on the webpage (I'm guessing "resources") and when do you 
anticipate having them posted/available? 
Audrey Maclennan: Hi Jeff, they will likely either be under the Resources tab or the Public Engagement 

tab. We'll work with our web developer to get these materials up as soon as possible. Thanks for coming 

today! 

Jeff Perreault: Many thanks... 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgo.usa.gov%2FxvV4X&amp;data=02%7C01%7C%7Cf58ac92cbed14c7fabf708d7f5ff626b%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637248349525175712&amp;sdata=wjAQvsutwy4%2Fp82gW%2BDj6Iwelt%2FqopWS4e7c72OfPD8%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgo.usa.gov%2FxvV4X&amp;data=02%7C01%7C%7Cf58ac92cbed14c7fabf708d7f5ff626b%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637248349525175712&amp;sdata=wjAQvsutwy4%2Fp82gW%2BDj6Iwelt%2FqopWS4e7c72OfPD8%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgo.usa.gov%2FxvV4X&amp;data=02%7C01%7C%7Cf58ac92cbed14c7fabf708d7f5ff626b%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637248349525175712&amp;sdata=wjAQvsutwy4%2Fp82gW%2BDj6Iwelt%2FqopWS4e7c72OfPD8%3D&amp;reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgo.usa.gov%2FxvV4X&amp;data=02%7C01%7C%7Cf58ac92cbed14c7fabf708d7f5ff626b%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637248349525175712&amp;sdata=wjAQvsutwy4%2Fp82gW%2BDj6Iwelt%2FqopWS4e7c72OfPD8%3D&amp;reserved=0

