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Please stand by for realtime captions.  

 
Welcome, we will begin the Adobe technical connect orientation in a few minutes.  

 
Hello. Welcome, we will begin the Adobe connect technical orientation and few minutes.  

 
Good evening. This is the Adobe connect technical presentation for large diameter trees in Washington. 
We are being recorded. We want to let you know that joining the session, means that you are being 
recorded. Welcome. This will take about sediments, the session is being recorded. First of all please let 
us know through the chat pod or phone line if you're having any problems with getting into the Adobe 
connect room. The chat pod is located in the lower bottom right-hand side of the screen. If you cannot 
access it, please let me know now by phone if you're having problems accessing the Adobe connect 
room. Perfect. Thank you. We ask that you do join us using the conference call line for audio. This 
prevents any audio echo or feedback issues. We are not running audio through the computer.  

 
If Adobe connect is taking a long time to load, you might want to try shutting down and reconnecting to 
Adobe connect. Matt it looks like most of you entered Adobe connect by signing an ISA guest and 
entering your first and last name. Take you for doing that. That helps us to refer to you properly during 
the session. So, let's talk a little bit more about connecting. Are there some people out there, just on the 
phone line and not using the computer? if you are only on the phone today, and not able to join via 
computer, please let me know by speaking your name and where you are located out loud now.  

 
Is nobody just on the phone lines? Okay. Go ahead. If you are on a wireless connection, this 
connectionless window may pop up if you get annex high connection you lost connection, you don't 
have to connect anything or click anything, Adobe will connect itself. If it doesn't resolve one solution is 
to exit out of Adobe connect, ensure your network is connected with a good signal and reconnect. If it 
keeps happening and you're able please use to a high wire connection. You can always move to a land 
connection if you're having dickens cultus. We will review some of the basic functionalities. This is 
signaling the prisoner, captioning, chats and hands out. You also have the opportunity to participate in a 
bowling you can participate in a poll we will review and practice these now. You can provide immediate 
feedback to the presenter by using the human icon in the upper bar. You will see a drop-down for raise 
and lower your hand, you're too slow, you're too fast, or I cannot hear you. Let's practice using these. 
Can you all click on the human icon in the upper bar and then click on the icon for applause.  

 
How are they doing Audrey? Or, you sure?  

 
Looks good to me, looks like most people figured it out.  

 
Great. Good job, and thank you for the applause. Keisha, can you clear that lease?  

 



This webinar is close caption. The captain pod is on the far left bottom of the screen. If you don't see the 
captioning part, please raise your hand using the signally the presenter tool which is practice.  

 
It seems like everybody has got that well in hand.  

 
The chat pod is in the lower right-hand corner of your computer screen. Again, during the presentation 
just above it will be the handout pod and the link pod. We really want to hear what you are thinking 
today, we want to hear from you in the chat room, and verbally during the question and answer session 
to let's use the chat pod now. I'm going to ask a question, and have you type the response in the chat 
pod. The question is to have you practice writing in the chat pod during the session. He is question. 
What city are you joining us from today? go ahead, and please type in your response now.  

 
Pineville, Corvallis, Prussia, needle, all over and when Archie -- We gotta have some one from 
Wenatchee -- Welcome, I'm delighted to see that we have a diversity of folks from all over. And you are 
very welcome.  

 
So let's do a poll, shall we? let's practice a poll, poll questions are anonymous, I don't see who sent what 
in a poll. Keisha can you bring a poll please? I'm gonna really question select the answer that best 
matches your response. Which national forest do you visit more frequently question my. Oh I'm seeing a 
lot of love. Oh Umatilla made the board. That's always a good thing. You know, I'm really glad that we 
see people engaging with all of our national parks.  

 
Lets in that poll and continue on. Always. Even if you are unable to connect online and attend my phone, 
let's practice talking.  

 
To talk, you need and would need normally to press star six to be heard. So I'm going to unmute 
everybody right now, and you can practice that. Hold on one second.  

 
All participants are now in listen only mode.  

 
Now each of you press start safe to unmute your line. Now, can everyone say, hi Nancy!  

 
Hi Nancy.  

 
Hi Mansi. Hi Nancy.  

 
Hi Nancy .  

 
Hi guys, I'm glad to be you all, that is great. Would you all mute your lines again please and that is star 
six again.  

 
If no one is speaking and it's question-and-answer time in the presentation, feel free to unmute your 
line and press star six and speak.  

 
If you want to speak, but you hear somebody already speaking, racer hand given the signal to the 
presenter tool, or just let me know in the chat pod. The phone lines will be muted by me during the 
presentation time to eliminate background noise. For those joining only by telephone, someone will be a 
couple of people I'll be sure to call him in and make sure that they have time to speak.  



 
So, we previewed the layout and functionality of Adobe connect for our upcoming presentation. We 
have practiced using our for communication tools, signaling the presenter, chatting, verbally speaking, 
and using the Q&A. Does anybody have any questions? [ Silence ] well, thank you if not, our webinar will 
begin in five minutes, you will already be dialed into the correct number, and you are in the correct 
conference. Thank you.  

 
[ Captioner Standing by ] hello everyone. Welcome to the Forest Management Direction fo Large 
Diameter Trees in the Eastern Oregon and Southeastern Washington welcome to the dial-in line. Use a 
conference line only in the audio. To prevent echo feedback issues, we are not running audio through 
the computer. Audio through the computer will not work during this presentation. Good evening, I'm 
Nancy Henderson. I will be facilitating today's webinar. With me and in addition to your percentage and 
to your presenters today is Keisha Street who will provide you technical support as you use the tools in 
the Adobe connect room. Please dial into the phone line for the audio unmute or disable your 
microphone. All lines are Meda right now so we don't get distractive noses and prevent the back you 
can also turn off your cameras. Only presenters will be on cameras today.  

 
We are recording the session for playback later. By joining us on the phone and/or being in the Adobe 
connect room for me means that you agree to being recorded. A playback link of the session will be 
located on the for service Internet site. That will be available after the presentation is over. I will list that 
addressed in just a moment.  

 
Today we will spend next to 90 minutes together but will start with the brief orientation and follow-up. 
Debbie Anderson will provide you a tutorial on how to submit comments and objections. Following 
Debbie, Emily Platt will provide an overview of the amendments as well as the highlights of both wildlife, 
ecology, social kosher, botany and economics. At the end, the Institute is married will have visitors and 
they will answer your questions. During the question and answer. The chat box will be open. You can 
type in your question, or if you can prefer you can unmute your line by pressing star six and speaking 
your question. Don't worry. I will remind you how at the right time.  

 
If we don't get to your question, don't worry, you can submit email questions to the team.  

 
To get started, let me very quickly cover some essentials. Your source of information on this project 
including links to recordings and other documents is https:// Jennie-O.U.S. aid.G OV/X of the B for X as 
shown in the first bar. The email to contact the team is listed. It is shown in the second bar. I will give 
you just a minute, if you want to copy those down.  

 
Next, I want to ask, are there some people out there just on the phone line and not using the computer 
to join us? if you're on the phone line today, and not able to Joan via computer please let me know by 
speaking your name and where you are located allowed, right now.  

 
[ Silence ] if anyone is just on the phone line, and not on the computer, please let me know now. [ 
Silence ] . Okay. If you are on a wireless connection, this connection lost window on the right-hand side 
of the screen may pop up. If you get this, or a similar network conductivity message, it means you lost 
connection. In most cases you don't need to click on anything, just wait a bit in Adobe will reconnect. If 
it doesn't resolve one solution is to exit out of Adobe connect, ensure your network is connected to a 
good signal and reconnect. If it keeps happening, well, if you're able to move to a hardwired or mixed 
table connection. I want to call your attention to the bottom left-hand side of the screen where we have 



closed captioning. On the right, there is a handout pod so you can download handouts. And a link spot 
where, pardon me which will take you to other relevant sites at the bottom, there is a chat pod, if you 
wish you can use this to communicate with us now.  

 
I want to remind you, the chat pod transcript will be downloaded approaches to the project website 
after the webinar today. During the presentation we will close the chat box to avoid distractions. We will 
open the chat box during question-and-answer time. When we close the chat box remember that your 
comments had not been lost or erased. We've archived them for future wrestling and they will be 
available online.  

 
Finally, if you're having any technical issues please type in the chat box now to let us know. We will try 
to troubleshoot any issues with you. Architects of our team is fabulous. They will contact you in a one on 
one chat. If anyone having is having any connection difficulties at this time? Please indicate.  

 
Fabulous!  

 
The U.S. force service and all of us are committed and listening carefully to and being inclusive of a 
diversity of opinions in this process. It is one of our core values. To do that, we want to provide a 
comfortable space for everyone today in this virtual environment. We want to encourage in public 
engagement and participation in the management of our public lands. To help we have a few basic 
ground rules.  

 
First, this is a public information session not a debate. The purpose is to share information and to 
answer your questions. Please help us by sharing the air. We have limited time, and we want to answer 
as many questions as we can from as many people, from as many points of view as we possibly can. So 
be brief. The to the point. I have an obligation to everyone to ensure this meeting runs of time. If you 
don't get to ask all that you wish, remember there is a concluding question.. And if that is insufficient for 
the opportunity to email question is available for the team. Second role. One at a time. I will always ask 
if there are people without computer access who are just on the phone lines, and I will ask her there, by 
telephone. You can ask questions by telephone, or in the chat box, I will monitor that and read unique 
questions everyone in the order they are received. Just type in your questions. If you want to be heard 
on the phone line and someone else is speaking, if you're at a computer, you can go to the top bar in 
Adobe connect and click on the human icon and click on racer hand. I will call on you as time permits. If 
we missed something, please know you can always ask more questions of the team by email.  

 
Please listen to and respect others points of view. And of course, no threats or profanity. Some 
behaviors are inappropriate. Nonetheless, it is of primary importance that every person regardless of 
behavior, has a chance to listen and ask questions.  

 
Right now, I'd like to introduce Shane Jeffries the official at national for supervisors to outline the 
purpose of today's webinar. Shane.  

 
You will need to unmute yourself, star six.  

 
Shane?  

 
[ Silence ] are you there, Shane?  

 



Yes, can you hear me Nancy?  

 
Well, thank you. I think after that robust orientation. Thank you for doing that, thanks for doing that. It 
was a great orientation. And I just wanted to spend just a couple of minutes here to welcome and say 
thank you for taking the time to join us today this is really a continuation of some engagements that 
we've already had, I know if any of you joined us for one of those, of course we had the science form. 
We had a couple of technical workshops. We had them held in May. And all of those engagements have 
help us create a much, much better draft from our perspective. And in particular, I can think of her when 
we are talking a little bit about the alternatives, those alternatives that are product of those early 
engagements and what we heard from folks who attended and participated in those early engagements. 
So, thanks to all of you who did that. You have contributed. So today's webinar really has a couple of 
purposes. First as Nancy talked about was about sharing information. For example, we and spent some 
time talking about what exactly is proposed and share some highlights of the environmental analysis, as 
was mentioned, will share a little bit about the process of writing and submitting comments and the 
objection process, what it means to have standing or to be able to at Jack. We're gonna cover those 
things. Secondly, again to answer any clarifying questions and really want to emphasize here again we're 
not taking public comment during this particular webinar. We are the one and will be happening 
tomorrow, will we will share more information about how to make comments on the project.  

 
So as we get started, just want to remind everyone of the four values that have driven this project. 
Hopefully as we go through this afternoon, those will be evident to all of you. First, we want to create an 
amendment that's durable, equal log entry, socially, and politically, we want this to be an efficient 
process in terms of completing the analysis and we remain focused on the scope of the project. We have 
a consideration for adapting the 21 inch staff to of the Eastside Springs and that is scope.  

 
Finally and importantly, this is something that we fully intend to have taken as a science-based 
approach. So again, think you all for being here, that will conclude the opening remarks, we really 
appreciate your participation. I wanted to introduce Debbie Anderson to take us to the next piece of 
this. Debbie is our administrative review coordinator, Debbie, take it away.  

 
Thank you, Shane. Good evening everybody, again my name is Debbie Anderson and I am the 
administrator for free environment coordinator for this process. I'm here today to talk to you about 
both the common and objection process. These processes are intended to help both the responsible 
official Shane Jeffries, and reviewing officer listen to input from the public including tribes and other 
government officials. Comments are being requested at this time in order to help the agency refine the 
proposal, find different ways to address concerns about the scrollable and focus on the analysis on 
important issues. We're currently in the comment.. So anyone interested or affected by the project can 
comment at this time.  

 
There are specific things that you must include in your comments. Those were outlined in the legal 
bullets for comments. Objections will come later in the process. They allow for an independent review 
of the proposal by the higher-level official and allow the agents to work to resolve issues and to learn 
decisions. That higher officials one level above responsible official who is deciding the decision.  

 
Commenters must submit substantial formal comments to the delegator responsible official, Shane 
Jeffries, for the plan amendment in a timely manner to be eligible to object later on in the process.  

 



You may be asking, what is the substantial formal comic? Is a comment including transcribed oral 
statements, that must be within the scope of the proposal, it must be specific to the proposal, it must 
have a direct relationship to the proposal, and it must include supporting reasons for the responsible 
official to consider. Comments can be submitted anonymously, but if you do so, you will not be eligible 
to object later on in the process.  

 
So comments must be received by the specified deadline. You will have 30 days to submit your 
comments from when the legal notice was published. And the comment period will end on September 
10th 2020. Comments can be submitted in a variety of ways. We have a comment analysis and response 
application or CAR a which is eight input tool that you can submit your comments electronically. You can 
submit your comments via email. Facsimile. You can submit postal mail, or a delivery service such as UPS 
or FedEx, or they can be delivered by hand to the specified address which for this amendment is the for 
supervisors office for the ultracold national force. We do encourage electronic submissions via CAR or 
email which helps facilitate timely consideration of your comments. It is a commenters responsibility to 
ensure receipt of the comments. If you duly use the electronic delivery system, you should normally 
receive confirmation that your comment was received. If you use postal mail, or delivery mail, and must 
be postmarked by September 10th. And as Shane said, while we are in the comment. Now, we want to 
remind you that this is an informational webinar only. Any comments made in the chat box will not be 
considered as written comments to give you eligibility to object later on. There is a link that's posted in 
that web link box that will take you directly to the CAR portal where you can submit your substance and 
comment. So after the comments are received and considered, the interdisciplinary team will prepare a 
final eat a. They will release that EA for injection with the draft decision.  

 
So objections are submitted to the next higher line officer. For this plan amendment that will be the 
regional Forester who may delegate the review to a deputy regional Forester. As a reminder, in order to 
object we need to have submitted the standard formal comments during the comment. You will have 45 
days to make your objects after the legal notice of the findings of been published. Objections will be 
able to be submitted in the same manner that comments were submitted. We will have CAR a elect 
Tronic and the objection filing. Cannot be extended. Details on how to submitted Jeppesen and what 
must be included will be given later on in the process.  

 
As for reviewing the objections that are received, the review period is 90 days to that can be extended 
to address the objections or work toward resolution. There is no end date to that extension. Again, 
more details about the objection review process will be provided later on when we reach that stage.  

 
Thank you. We will take questions now about how to submit comments in the objection process. 
Remember, you can type your questions into the chat box or, you can press star six to unmute your line. 
Please, if you do that briefly state your name and voice your question. First, are there any questions 
from those who are on the phone lines only?  

 
[ Silence ] I'm not here any questions from phone line only, so let's open this up to any questions that 
the audience may have about the objection process and how to submit comments.  

 
If you wish to speak, please press star 62 unmute your phone line . or, type your question in the chat 
box.  

 
Well, I think we will move along barring any objections.  

 



Emily Platt will now give us an overview of the proposed amendment and alternatives .  

 
Unmute Emily, star six. Still can't hear you.  

 
Can you guys hear me now?  

 
Much better, Emily great.  

 
Is a little bit elect time. So, thanks everybody for showing up tonight, we are excited to be at the point 
where we can tell you a little bit about what we've discovered from our analysis. It's a high level 
overview of course, and there's a lot more detail in the EA itself, which you can go into from that little 
file pod there.  

 
Okay, so this shows the area where the Eastside is being applied. Our analysis look at the six national 
forces in East Oregon and Southeast Washington.  

 
So I went to ground us a little bit and present the reason why this project is as important from a science 
perspective. So old trees provide critical habitat functions. They are currently declined, they have a 
person mortality rate since 2001. The 21 to in standers is currently in place, creates conditions necessary 
for the old trees to persist in the landscape. We expect many old trees will be continued to be lost to 
mortality as disturbance processes become more sensitive in the coming days sex. The fire seasons, 
larger fiery air sizes, we just want to note that we've done 21 project level amendments on this issue 
across this analysis area and that certainly we do believe that there's a need to look at this issue at a 
broader scale.  

 
So we are going to start by talking about the four different alternatives that we have assessed in our 
analysis. The first alternative we can talk about is our current management alternative.  

 
This not surprisingly represents how we currently implement the 21 inch standard across Ariza. And, 
there is some inconsistency in when we apply that 21 inch standard, and for the current management 
alternative we assume that this inconsistency continues into the future. And, I'm sure folks have 
questions about that. I'll describe that inconsistency in just a second here.  

 
So, moving on. The second action alternative, or the section of this alternative is the old and large 
guideline. This is a proposed action. If you not aware, the for service bacon choose a force action a 
different alternative or may choose a different thing that we looked at in all these alternatives. This is 
the alternative actions were put in for right now. So, with the proposed exit is to replace that 21 inch 
standard with a guideline that emphasizes recruitment of old trees and large trees. We define old trees 
as greater than 150 years in age, and large trees are defined as grand fir, white fur, and Douglas fir 
greater than 21 inches DBH. Alternative also includes adaptive misery.  

 
I'll come back to that in just one second.  

 
Unlike in the current management alternative, we assume that the 21 inch standard or in this case the 
guideline that replaces it, only applies outside of late and old structured forces. Currently the for service 
sometimes applies that 21 inch standard inside late and old structure for us, even though that's not 
required in the case, in the specific case of latent closed old for structures and latent old for structures. 
So even though that 21 standard and in case the guidelines, would not apply with inlaid and old 



structured force, management cannot create a deficit in old for structure and the work must enhance 
late and old force conditions. So based on our early engagements, we know that some people are pretty 
concerned about the for service moving from standard to a guideline. And, for that reason, we have 
added the staff management component as an alternative. With that adaptive management strategy, 
we have monitoring, measurable thresholds and returned to a hard diameter limited the scan standard 
life said landscape is moving the wrong direction. Because this is helpful to hold onto old trees longer, 
basically we are reducing the current high totality of old trees. We are proposing a monitoring focus on 
the mortality rate of the old trees .  

 
We really want to highlight that we are still talking about the right thing to measure and monitor. We 
welcome your ideas and feedback on that and anything else in the analysis of course, that we want to 
highlight for that.  

 
Okay. So, we move on to the next alternative. So the third alternative is all tree standard. This one is 
pretty straightforward. We replace that 21 inch size prohibition with the prohibition on harvesting trees 
that are over hundred 50 years of age. Again, we highlight that unlike in the current management 
alternative, we assume that this standard, the old tree standard, will only be applied outside of latent 
old structured force. And again, when other managers could not create a deficit enclosed latent old 
forest. The work must enhance late and old forest conditions smeared. And then moving on to the final 
alternative we looked at, this is the adaptive management alternative to this alternative, the 21 inch 
standard will be removed. Management activities would not include a size or age requirement. And as 
with the proposed action, the adaptive management strategy is incorporated in this alternative  

 
Which is what to highlight that we recognize one of the thing, the key things we heard was related to 
trust. Some people don't particularly trust the for services extension and intensive what our proposed 
change policy. The two alternatives that gave manages most flexibility also is they great and adaptive 
management component and to make sure that the landscape is moving in the right direction. We did of 
course address the other concerns and ideas that were raised of that early engagement directly, and 
they helped to shape the alternative that we are looking at for this analysis and they helped inform the 
analysis and I hope you see that as we walked through some of the highlights of the analysis.  

 
So, with that for background and context, I'm gonna start talking about the effects analysis. And we 
broke this out into different components. We'll talk about vegetation and wildlife, and a few other 
things so there are a few things and things will walk better here . will start with vegetation management 
and ecology.  

 
So for this issue, for this part of our analysis, we use four different indicators. Species composition. Late 
and old structure force. And that we also looked at large trees, and old trees individually.  

 
Went to start by looking at species composition. With this particular indicator will be looking for is an 
increase in the dominance of fire tolerant species like ponderosa pine. We're gonna talk very briefly 
about the difference we found between the alternative.  

 
So with the current management are tentative, we continue to see the dominance of fire tolerant 
species decrease basically because of the growth of shade tolerant species. So continue growth of shade 
tolerant species that a pretty high rate. And the action alternative, the rate of decrease of dominance of 
those fire tolerant species slow and so, in other words, we have a greater dominance of fire tolerant 



species and those action alternatives, right? and we also note that the adaptive alternative has the 
greatest range of potential outcomes.  

 
All right. So, moving on to four verse sure. For structure what we are looking for here is to do everything 
we want an overall increase in late and old structure force and we won an increase in open force 
conditions.  

 
The first thing to note is that under all of the alternatives current management and action alternatives, 
we see a continued increase in late and an old structure force. When we look at open force conditions, 
there are some differences. So, for the current management alternative, open force conditions within 
late and old structure forests will continue to increase at a slower rate. Open force conditions outside of 
late and old structure forests will continue to guide. And that might seem a little counterintuitive, but I 
want to take a second to us by that. We have a really large amount of minimum age forest out there. 
That's what represents that difference between what is happening in those late and old structure 
forests, and outside of those latent old structure forests and the Middle East stand. For the action 
alternatives would be able to create more open conditions within late and old structure force within 
current conditions. And then outside, there would be less of a decline in open force conditions. But 
again, a continued decline as the large amount of middle age forest continues to grow.  

 
I'm going to pause for just a second and let folks take a little bit of that information in.  

 
So moving on to large trees. What we are looking for in large trees is just an overall increase. And, the 
increase would be greatest under the current management alternative. Under the proposed action and 
the old tree standard, we see a continued increase in larger trees across the landscape. And it's at a 
slightly lesser rate compared to current management. And the adaptive management alternative again, 
has a wider potential range of outcomes.  

 
Then moving onto old trees. Again we are looking for an increase in old trees across the landscape. For 
current management, we see a continued relatively high mortality of old trees. We talked about that a 
little while ago. And the old and large tree guideline again, that is proposed action. And the old tree 
standard, there's a moral low mortality level voters compared to current management because were 
able to reduce competition and change some of the ways disturbances would interact with those stands. 
We still do see a decline in old trees across the landscape but just the lesser decline at a lower rate. 
Then with that adaptive management alternative again, there's a wider potential range of outcomes.  

 
I'm going to pause just for a second then just to let people jot down notes if you are jotting down notes 
and mortgages take some of that information in .  

 
We will move on to live wildlife. So for wild life we look to for Federalist suspicious and 85 region six 
sensitive species and manager indicated spaces we we also look at deer and elk. We assessed these 
wildlife species in impact by sorting them into different habitat associations. Our 16 wildlife species 
were as particularly associated with late and old force or at least a component of late and old forests 
such as large trees and large snacks. Some of the 16 species were associated with close canopy latent 
old forests and others were associated with open canopy. And then we also address potential changes 
to deer and elk foraging cover.  

 
I wanted to give you some examples of some of the species that were associated with LOS it the 16 
species include links great owls bats great ducks than there are butterflies, so a whole ranges of species 



associate with those late old force. All right. So, a quick note on the existing conditions for wildlife out 
there right now. So, liability outcomes and habitat conditions for all LOS associated species has declined.  

 
That the client is greatest for those associated with open LOS habitats. So that species is like Whitehead 
it would record, woodpecker and owls. These are well below historic levels.  

 
So from that existing conditions data, we know that we need to considerably increase the amount of 
open LOS habitats while protecting and managing for future large snacks. And creating more open 
habitat conditions which will in kris space for deer and elk and enhance the forest.  

 
Moving on to the affects analysis for wildlife. We looked at a few different indicators. We look at the 
relative amount of open LOS and closed LOS habitats. We looked at key structural components of LOS 
habitats including the abundance and composition of large trees, and the abundance of large stacks. 
Again we Artie mentioned this but what we looked at forage available for deer and elk. We also looked 
at habitat sustainability and resiliency it particularly concerns about a warmer and drier climate and our 
ability to implement to change added stations to reduce habitat loss to on characteristics and the effects 
of wildfire. So we're gonna talk about LOS conditions opened and closed. In general, the action 
alternatives improve conditions for the wildlife indicators that we address.  

 
The action alternative increased habitat and improved viability outcomes for those species that are 
associated with those open LOS habitats. Again these are the groups of species that habitats that have 
declined considerably. Viability and habitat can additions for species associate with closed LOS habitats 
generally remain similar across the action alternatives.  

 
So, moving on to the abundance and composition of large trees and snags. Under the current 
management alternative, we retain large but not necessarily old trees and we maintain snacks. All of the 
action alternatives include protections for large snag and updated processes for determining snag and 
Green Tree retention. That's where you see the difference that we are able to retain those large and old 
trees standers as well as recruit large snags rather than just retain existing snags.  

 
Deer and elk forage is pretty straightforward. Because the action alternative increased more open 
canopy habitats, they also enhanced force conditions for deer and elk. And then, finally habited 
resiliency. Current management we see an increase in on cursors -- On characters fire effects and for all 
habitats we see reduce risk.  

 
Okay. That's it for wildlife. I'm good to move on to social and economic proportion of our analysis.  

 
So for the social and economic analysis we looked at benefits to people. The benefit that we looked at 
includes forest products, cultural and heritage resources, botany, forage, and range, aquatic resources, 
and wildlife and wildlife based recreation.  

 
So the map you're looking at shows the analysis area that we used. This is for the social and economic 
portion of our analysis. And, it's not super visible, but this map is showing you populations which you 
can also see in the EA if you're interested. The next map were gonna flip up here is a little bit more 
interesting and what it is showing you is resource industries within the analysis area. Again, it's a little 
bit hard to say so I'm good interpret for you, but that dark orange slice you see on that kind of right side 
of the circle, that represents travel and tourism. That lighter orange slice, is agriculture, and that is due 
to the range. And that dark green slice is timber. And while that temper slice might look small, we know 



that those jobs are really critical. So are the communities that have listed populations and limited 
employment opportunities.  

 
So for the social economics and the benefit the people we talk about what we did was we we rank the 
alternatives in terms of which once that's provided for those particular benefits to people. And for forest 
products we found that the adaptive management alternative performed the best. The old tree 
alternative was second. Our proposed action was third. At our current management alternative what's 
forth.  

 
Not surprisingly, there is a job and income opportunities benefit and the same categorization, in the 
same order for the alternatives.  

 
For the rest of the benefits, we found that all the action alternatives were very similar. They were 
delivered the benefits and the action alternative outperformed current management for those other 
benefits to people.  

 
I'm just gonna leave that there for a second, so folks can look at it for one more moment, you can notice 
a few things.  

 
Okay, then, moving on to botany.  

 
I'm so impressed with our botanists effort for looking at so many species, but, her report looks at two 
federally listed species and 229 region six sensitive species. One thing we really want to highlight here is 
where the botany section is that all the protections for the endangers species iPhone 4s land 
amendments still apply no matter what alternative it shows. I just mean that project level surveys and 
analysis are still required for the species. So that doesn't change.  

 
And in our report we find no significant effects two federally listed or Candida species. So we concluded 
that there was no effect to the threatened Orbach and White Mark Klein. We might affect or unlikely of 
affect that plant population.  

 
We also looked at invasive plants. So, I think I skipped the flight, I'm sorry.  

 
I sure did.  

 
So again, as with wildlife would categorize plants in different habitats. Then we looked at impacts to 
those habitat types. We overall, becoming the broad solution and talk a little bit more about that. 
Overall retirement that the alternative might impact the individuals or individual plants are habitats but 
would not likely contribute to a trend toward listing on the endangered species act. And, none of the 
alternatives would have a loss of viability to the population or species.  

 
Again, we highlight that those standards and guidelines that require surveys and analysis of the project 
level still apply. We also provide an assessment of the effects of the broad habitat types that we looked 
at in the EA. In the with any of the action alternatives of course, the habitats largely benefit from 
enhanced opportunities to conduct restoration settings and restore historical force structures.  

 
There is the investment plans. I was trying to get to that.  

 



We also looked at invasive plants and all the alternatives have pretty minor impacts on invasive plants 
because most of the factors that influence the abundance and distribution of invasive plants would not 
be affected by the proposed changes. That includes no changes to the timber harvest, and the project 
level planning and best management practices, that would still be in place with any alternatives.  

 
Moving on to all aquatics. While this is the simplest, this is the simplest of all the things we looked at 
because management directly with impact riparian habitat conservation. So those objectives goals, 
standards, guidelines etc., those all still apply.  

 
Okay, so next steps. Before I walked through these next steps I want to wrap up but open up for 
questions. In the middle row of this flowchart here, you will see a release of the draft EA, the 30 day 
comment period, and we are within that 30 day comment period right now. It opened on August 11th, 
and it closes on September 10th. So if you want to make comments on this project to us, that would 
again as Debbie described what the comments are do that by September 10. If you have any questions 
about how to do that, if it did make sincerely, please of course contact us and we will help you out.  

 
After that comment period closes, we will review all of the comments that we get. We will consider all 
of that feedback, and we will release the final EA and a draft decision notice and finding of no significant 
impact if that is still true at that point. And once we do that, it starts a 45 day. Oh boy eczema is 
important [ Laughter ]  

 
Nancy can we go back, did somebody accidentally click that link.  

 
Yeah, I don't know what happened.  

 
Well, folks if you are on your computer, if just click your Adobe connect link on your computer wherever 
that me and should probably pop back up for you. Sorry about that. It should be in your bottom tray if 
you're having problems, it's that green box with three little errors, it looks like in any .  

 
To unmute your phone, star six or if you have problems or are unable to see the slide presentation at 
this time. All right.  

 
I hope that everybody is with us.  

 
Yeah, sounds good. Okay. So if you're not, don't worry about it, we are at the very end here of the 
presentation and you won't miss much.  

 
So after we released the final EA and that draft decision notice, that starts the 40 day, 45 day objection. 
Periods of you don't like what's in that final EA, you want to object, that is your opportunity to do that. 
As Debbie pointed out you need to have submitted substantive comments during the comment period 
to have standing to object during that objection.. After that 45 day window for objections, we start a 90 
day objects and review..  

 
As Debbie described it can be extended if it needs to be extended after the end of that objection 
review., Then the for service will issue a final decision. So, I think that's all I've got. We can open it up for 
questions.  

 



Is very good, would like to provide the name and remainder of our time today for the questions you may 
have. Please hit star six and you can unmute yourself. First do we have any people that are joining us by 
phone line only today. Okay, hearing the questions from those on the phone only, I will be the first 
question from Rob. You determine the economic impacts from additional logging of big and old trees, 
where's your net positive for your action alternatives. Did you analyze whether these dollars would stay 
in eastern Oregon, or what proportion would go to corporations, shareholders, and executives outside 
of eastern Oregon?  

 
All right. Thanks for that question Rob. And Jordan, if you could turn on your camera, and star six to 
unmute yourself, I would love to have you address that. Jordan is one of the members of our team and 
he can answer your questions. So I'm probably gonna pull on a number of our I.D. team to answer that.  

 
We will give Jordan just a minute.  

 
Yeah, thanks Emily. So, yeah, to answer the question, so we actually held off from doing the full 
economic impact analysis. We simply do that because the actual event on the ground are not laid out 
with these decisions. This is a programmatic decision. So, we don't have specific volumes to run through 
and analyze with respect to vegetation. We do have forced education models that have shared generally 
what volume would be available with a few simple assumptions. And so, we were looking at more of a 
inventory exercise rather than the sale and distribution of these products. With the inventory exercise 
we looked at what the potential economic activity could be with each alternative. And given that the 
forest vegetation model had more flexibility with respect to merchantable and commercial volume, 
there were increasing opportunities that we foresaw across the alternative spectrum of force products. 
And in our alternative benefits we primarily make them for third second one through those alternatives.  

 
Thank you. Our next lesson comes from Pam. I'm concerned that the F CS model look that absence of 
distress . you address in very broad terms wildlife but not with commutative data. Did you consider how 
high, low severity of fire would be reacting under different vegetation alternatives?  

 
Hi Pam. Thanks for the question. Would you want to clarify that the FES modeling incorporates 
disturbance to some degree. It doesn't incorporate kind of a changing level of disturbance with we 
would expect under climate change so, it's just kind of a baseline level of disturbance. So it is critical Inc. 
and we do have a paragraph that summarizes impacts to disturbance regime at the very end of the 
vegetation process. [ Silence ]  

 
Okay. Thank you. The next question from Rob, you said September jobs are important despite 
representing a small portion of jobs. Decided like you are saying that they are disproportionately 
important. Is that accurate? Please explain.  

 
Euna, Jordan, I'm gonna start answering this one command then if you want to add anything just 
because of the latitude done feel free to add. Were just noting what might not look like very many jobs, 
small numbers of jobs can have an outside impact in an area like St. John day compared to Portland 
because they are just fewer jobs there. So, losing 10 jobs is more of a big deal in John day than Portland. 
So, it's important to desires that we know that we recognize it.  

 
Jordan, were you going to add anything to that?  

 



Yeah, I would just add that with respect to the map that was presented earlier, we were looking at the 
affected environment, trying to determine which counties in which published areas would be potentially 
more interested in the effects to timber industry jobs. We were not attempting to demonstrate that one 
type of industry base was disproportionately more important than another. But we can see looking at 
the starting position that we are considering each county and what industry mechanisms are at play.  

 
We are looking at where the values might show up on the economic spectrum.  

 
Thank you Jordan, and one more for Rob at this time. Did you analyze the impacts of these alternatives 
on tourism, regularization, ecosystem circumstances, quality of life for any other known extricate to 
impacts? And if not, why not?  

 
Very good. We framed the economic analysis and the economic and social analysis is one sort or 
proofing of all potential benefits to populations in the affected analysis area. The benefits that we keyed 
in on or those that have high ties to large populations, and other community groups. And we also 
considered which of those benefits might be influenced by the project decision. So, those two factors 
are the benefits that we looked at. We did look at recreation, with the look at other known recreational 
benefits, assistance services, and we discussed other resource that should. We look closely at the 
potential risk trade-offs between our behavior and connectivity and how these benefits might be 
affected by each alternative.  

 
Thank you, Jordan. From Mike. Please explain the difference between a guideline and a standard. Is 
compliance with the guideline optional? is it legally enforceable?  

 
Okay, great. Let's go to, let's say I think Dixon and Andrea, so, would you like to answer that one?  

 
Again just star six to unmute yourself .  

 
Yeah, this is so, can you hear me?  

 
Yeah, thanks Sue.  

 
Sure can sue.  

 
Great.  

 
So, the other highlight while we can vary from regular we still have to be moving towards the overall 
desired condition in the plans. So it doesn't have the, unlike a standard, which you must comply with, 
you can vary from a guideline. But she's deal do have to be moving in the direction that the plant had 
laid out for you.  

 
Okay. Mike, does that answer your question? Speak I'm sorry, it's probably hard to unmute yourself, but 
let us know if it doesn't, and we can follow up.  

 
So to Pam Hardy, what kind of assurance will you be able to provide that the monitoring will actually get 
done?  

 



Yeah, we have talked a lot about that, the monitoring is pretty essential for that adaptive management 
component so, we know that if we have to shift back to hard and fast limits, so in this case is essential to 
making that alternative work for our proposed action.  

 
Okay.  

 
Think. From Mike, will old trees be individually marked by marking crudes or will operators or loggers 
decide which trees are 150 years old? does the agency have the necessary funding to do more marking?  

 
We don't, well that is not for this particular team to decide. Because this is a programmatic level 
amendment, there are still project level in the forest and the district would be the ones that decide how 
something will get marked or not if they're using something like those designations by prescription. 
What we do layout in the analysis is that where deciding if a tree is under 50 years old can be done 
visually. So people don't have to go out there and core the tree, you can use visual characteristics to 
identify whether or not a tree is hundred and 50 years of age or older. Again, who marked ministries, or 
decides that, that is looked up to the forest.  

 
Thank you .  

 
For Mike Anderson, will old trees, from Ethan, has a been any analysis of the impact of increased logging 
operations on greenhouse gas emissions and climate change?  

 
Well, I think it is, we don't, we don't assume that there's gonna be an increase in logging because of this 
amendment. The type of work we'll be able to do out there on the ground would be a little bit different. 
But we don't first see an increase in say the number of acres that are gonna be logged out there that is 
just really driven by other fact is not related to this project.  

 
And for Mike Anderson. Why didn't you compare the effects of alternatives on forest Carmen storage 
and sequestration?  

 
Yeah, that is been mentioned by a couple of folks that have already we will likely include in the final. We 
recognize that that is not in there right now, and so folks will probably want to see that.  

 
Perfect. Thanks.  

 
From Rob. And I hope I'm pronouncing your name correctly Rob. I read those these are disproportionate 
jobs and not a absolute number of verifications. From ROM please please explain why the diameter limit 
for Doug for increased to 30 wenches by the diameter limit for Ponderosa Pines remained at 21 inches? 
Or, did I misunderstand the alternatives?  

 
That's correct. I'm just reading that . just to make sure that I understand it, so with the poorest action 
for the guidelines the diameter guidelines for Douglas for is 30 inches. That's right. And that's because in 
some cases, Douglas for, grantor, and white fur, which are the three where we increase the diameter 
limit to 30 inches, they can grow faster than other species like ponderosa pine and larch, and we want to 
favor the species that are more fire tolerant. The Douglas fir can be fairly fire tolerant Anderson 
conditions, but there are definitely some conditions out there in the landscape where they have a bit of 
a shift in the species composition would be helpful in terms of how that landscape is going to interact 
with fire.  



 
And from Rob is welcome I didn't understand your answer to Pam. Monitoring is important. What 
assurance can you provide that it will happen.  

 
Will actually I can tell you now that the leadership the in the region is really supportive of this, 
something that we talked about a lot. And people are excited about it. We are thinking a lot about how 
we can make this happen, and how to make it a reality and so, now that there is commitment from all 
the right people to make this happen and again, it's an essential component of that proposed action. So 
we really see it as very much linked to the proposed action.  

 
Thank you.  

 
From Rob, what are the scientifically tested procedures for aging a grant for using visual characteristics 
for aging a grant for?  

 
I'm just smiling a little bit at the scientifically tested procedures because there are definitely ways to do 
it that have been outlined in different journal articles or papers. And I think Rob is probably familiar with 
those, and they have been using things like this out in the national forest for instance, and we recognize 
in the EA that is imperfect, we would expect some trees, some small percentage of trees that are over 
hundred and 50 years old to be lost, but we would also expect some percentage of trees that are under 
hundred 50 years old to be retained. We note that in the analysis and we think that's still better than 
coring every tree and still gives us the ability to manage landscape in a way that is going to reduce 
mortality levels in the old trees and change the way fire would interact with that landscape .  

 
Thank you.  

 
From Pam, why did you use a 30 inch diameter limit rather than 30 2 inches? Pam that is a good 
question I don't know the answer to that question and our horticulturalist is not here today. We will jot 
this one down and try to get back to you. I'm sorry I can't answer that, tonight.  

 
Thank you. From Ethan, how long do you project it will take for increased logging to increase LOS forest 
area across eastern Oregon? In other words, for how long do you need to log large trees to make more 
old trees?  

 
I'm just giving that question some thought it sold for our analysis, we ran it out 25 years, and one of the 
things that's obvious to state that has pretty significant impact on the growth of old trees is time. You 
need a lot of time to grow old trees. So it really depends on how many trees you have that are going to 
grow into that age class in the next 25 years, 50 years, or what have you. So, growing old trees does take 
a while. And, I think the big issue out there right now is we have a very large class of middle-aged trees. 
And there are a lot more trees in this dry forest and landscapes than were historically. So there are 
presently just in a different path than the forest that would've been and fires can interact with that with 
that landscape insects are gonna interact differently with that landscape than they would have 
historically, because there are more trees and more species in the landscape. So you really can change 
that overnight. That take some time. And it depends on a lot of things that probably I'm not gonna be 
able to do an adequate job capturing tonight. But it certainly depends on the amount of work that we 
are doing out there in the landscape. It depends on what type of work were doing out there in the 
landscape, and a lot of that stuff involves fact is that our beyond the scope of this project. But, again it's 
going to take a little while to grow old trees.  



 
Thank you.  

 
Rob. What happens of monitoring does not occur?  

 
Will, we can do adaptive management without monitoring. So we, if monitoring does not occur, we no 
longer have adaptive management component and we can no longer revert back to hard data on that. 
So that monitoring again is truly essential to that adaptive management component that and, we 
intentionally added that adaptive management component to create some accountability in a place 
where we new people are really nervous about what the first services thinking about, right? we know 
that that should be a standard guideline that makes some people pretty nervous. So we intentionally 
and the that monitoring employment. We think that's important we went to want to build trust with 
people, we really want to show people that we are moving the landscape in the right direction. We are 
confident that we can do that, but we want other people to help us look at that data and take about a 
common think about how we can do things better. So, we are pretty excited about that portion of our 
opposed action, and I know it's something new and different so I can understand why people are still a 
little bit uncomfortable with her for sure. But I'm not sure how as I can say well, we are pretty excited 
about it and intentionally out of that component we think we can build trust and create a little bit of 
accountability where people are uncomfortable.  

 
From Mike. Will you consider extended the comment period to accommodate the needs of collaborative 
groups to discuss the alternative that occur at their monthly meetings after the deadline?  

 
I know that is something that is being considered right now, I'm not aware that the decision has been 
made but that is certainly under consideration right now as we speak. Thank you. From Rob. I didn't 
understand the answer to the question. Is it possible to answer yes or no? the question was if it is 
analyzed, where the in connecting economic impacts of logging, did you look to see what proportion of 
those dollars will actually stay in eastern Oregon?  

 
I am pretty confident that I heard Jordan say no. But Jordan, if you could unmute yourself and clarify, I 
think that would be optimal.  

 
 

 
In order to get to the content of the question with to talk about the economic analysis. In order to do an 
economic impact analysis you actually have to have [ Indiscernible - muffled ] in some of the forest laid 
out where logging and [ Indiscernible - muffled ] is taking place. We don't actually have that information 
. So, we don't have an economic impact analysis because we don't have to look at that. However, we did 
look at what kind of opportunities will be available even the inventory of merchandise double volume 
given the vegetation models. So the opportunity is more flexible and therefore greater as you move 
across. To answer your question, we don't have logs specifically because we don't have an economic 
impact analysis to make&. That being said, where the dollars will flow, all the counties have leakage 
similar to roll counties in western U.S. So where dollars in a flow, where logic and flow are to be located 
throughout this a Dallas area. And the counties where you see industries and logging employment 
higher than other counties you certainly have facilities there that are producing force products. Those 
counties are going to benefit as the volume moves into the production line up.  

 



[ Indiscernible] the specifics of which logs are moving there, and what facilities I end up with logging, 
this is not a timber sale it is an analysis and we are not analyzing the particular information.  

 
So if the monitoring doesn't happen, this comes from Rob, despite current enthusiasm do we stick with 
the guideline, maybe I'm understanding or not understanding, but that seems like that helps us with 
built-in accountability.  

 
I think I've tried to address a several times. And I think I might invite Shane Jeffries if he is still out there 
to pipe in on this one, if you would like .  

 
[ Silence ]  

 
Oh I know is also dealing with the fire right now so this might be bad timing.  

 
Thank you Shan.  

 
Sorry.  

 
Go ahead it  

 
I think I understand the question, and the idea with the adaptive management alternative is that we use 
the monitoring to determine whether or not we are in fact increasing old trees across the landscape. 
That is what the priority is here. If we don't monitor, we can't make that determination and therefore 
we will revert back. That's the way I believe these two adaptive management alternatives are written. 
So, that's about as clear as I think I can make it. Does that make sense to the person asking the 
question? The commitment in those adaptive management alternative is that we will monitor and if 
we're not successful achieving what we think we can achieve under those alternatives is that we will 
revert back. So in order to show that we are achieving that, we have to monitor. So, if we can't monitor [ 
Indiscernible - overlapping Speakers ] then we would revert back .  

 
So from the questioner from Rob, oh I misunderstood, I thought we didn't revert back if there was no 
monitoring. Thanks, that does make sense.  

 
Great.  

 
Ethan, what's the problem with allowing a large cohort of middle-aged trees to become old? is the fire 
argument? like for Turgeon Ponderosa really killing all trees? Or is this is a red herring of the logging 
industry?  

 
Well, I'm glad you asked, because we actually have data on that. So, the mortality that we are seeing, a 
greater portion of it is actually from insect mortality than from fire. But the insects and fire the two big 
forces of totality for old cores across his particular length they. And that is what is leading to that a 
person fertility rate in 2001. It's real. It's not a red herring, you could actually see it in the data. And, I 
guess the one other thing I just want to point out is that with the change in species composition out the, 
these forests get old in different ways. And so, in general for instance, white fir, grand fir trees, don't 
house as long as a life span is a Ponderosa pine tree, so it's just a really different interaction with a lot of 
different things with disturbances like insects and fire, disease and so, the stands get old and it's pretty 



different in ways when you have the different species compositions out there. I don't know if that helps, 
if you want to talk more about it, feel free to toss another question in there.  

 
While we're waiting, Ethan has a question. Is any study recorded actual total, has any study actual 
recorded total date on Lawson trees to include shade tolerant understudy trees?  

 
Will that is from a straight science perspective is can be a little bit hard to determine a direct correlation 
right, because it's so much going on out there for any particular tree. But what we do have and what we 
based our analysis on his FIA data of course inventory and analysis data and that is a nationwide 
sampling of forests. And so, we can use this data to look at mortality rates of trees. And, we did do that. 
And we can see a differential mortality between white fir trees and Ponderosa pine trees, we can say 
the causes of mortalities that we know if a forest died from insects, we know if it died from wildfire etc.. 
So, we do have a pretty incredible data source to look at questions like that and again, a direct 
correlation is pretty difficult pretty much because of the way force working there so many different 
influences. But we can draw some pretty helpful conclusions about what's going on out there in the 
landscape. And which we try to do in our environmental assessments, and I think some of that 
information you might be interested in is in the vegetation section of our report. And, if you just read 
the vegetation section alone, it's really not too long. It probably is a bit of a barrel in there that I think 
you might be interested in.  

 
And I think Emily that plays into Ethan sex question. How can they see the data and reports?  

 
Thank you. Sure. We try to summarize all the relevant data in the vegetation section of our EA. So, I 
think that would be the first place to go. If you look at that veg section of that EA and there's something 
else you're wondering about, or if you wonder if you have information on, you are certainly welcome to 
send us a question about that. If we have been having, but we just didn't think it was relevant to this 
particular analysis, we are more than happy to share that with you.  

 
We have about eight more minutes before we close out. We are waiting for, oh, I knew Rob would come 
with a question. Is there evidence that logging big young trees are from old trees help prevent mortality 
of the latter?  

 
I'm just reading that again. Is there evidence that logging old trees, I'm sorry -- Oh, I'm sorry. Oh [ 
Indiscernible - overlapping Speakers ] oh, I see what you mean, yeah, think this is again an issue with 
King able to directly correlate something going on out there ecologically. Because is a lot of things going 
on out there. But we certainly do know that when forests are more dense, and trees are competing for 
resources there are higher mortality levels. So, yes, of old stand, if there are a lot of trees and you move 
some of them, that's gonna benefit the trees that remain, right? So that is competition for light, 
competition for water, that type of thing. Again, I wish our horticulturalist was here, because it might be 
up to these more information detailed on that. But, I would also just thinking to the question a little bit 
more, the impact of a wildfire could certainly be pretty different. And that would certainly make a 
difference more than just you know, right next to that big old tree that impact could be certainly further 
away than if you were just right adjacent to that big old tree .  

 
Which placed a Rob's question I guess, I wonder how it is helping all trees if there are none nearby?  

 
The first thing I think about is just that somebody with landscapers and lump wildfires just how fires 
beheaded in landscape.  



 
The area right around the tree is important, but a much larger area around an individual to is also 
important because fire is not just going to stop at an individual tree because of something next to it. 
There's probably service fields and then tear the fire across that landscape. Say there's not a large 
standard tree right next to that Ponderosa pine tree.  

 
I like the pot for just a moment, I'd like to re-invite anybody who may be on the phone only to voice any 
questions. We have about five more minutes.  

 
I'd also like to encourage anybody who has not asked a question to either voice a question on the phone 
by pressing star six and unmuting yourself, or by typing a chest and into the chat pod. I will prioritize 
anybody that has not asked a question at this time.  

 
Hi, can you hear me?  

 
We sure can.  

 
I'm curious about the Green Tree snag and retention standard. The old standard said we were trying to 
maintain percentage capitalization for population species, and the new standard has zero connection to 
any wildlife you need whatsoever? why are we completely getting rid of that?  

 
I'm going to ask that Bill turned on his camera and hit star six to unmute himself so he can address that 
question directly.  

 
Can you hear me?  

 
Yes. We sure can build.  

 
Okay, my camera is working, so, oh, that's right I'm sorry .  

 
No, that's fine.  

 
Okay.  

 
So though the Green Tree retention and the snag numbers that you see in so those stack percentages 
are what are in the existing screen, the existing management alternative. We have learned from about 
20 five years of can science now, that those numbers are actually unmet approaches in the population 
potentials. We have a lot better information and science to help us inform what a snag number and then 
to go along with that the number of green trees that we need to retain to recruit future snacks. So the 
action alternatives, all of them have the same management alternative that they will include in that is to 
protect the existing large snacks and then a process that's based on current science to determine not 
only the snag numbers, but the future snag numbers. In other words, how many green trees do we need 
to manage within that stand to recruits future snacks? So are census buys into the new science and also 
in the process to identify the Green Tree needs will actually enhance our ability to retain snags in the 
landscape. We know from the monitoring data that we compiled that we are well below the historic 
numbers, so as far snags, however in the last 10 or 15 years, we have pretty much maintained our level 
of snag. So we need to do something to improve not only our numbers but our recruitment to focus 



there, of those action alternatives are to enhance our science and our ability to a improve those snags 
and then maintain that important habitat.  

 
May ask a follow-up question  

 
Certainly, could you give your name. My name is Doug.  

 
Hi Doug .  

 
It's very confusing the to me that we do a better job at recruiting large snacks when we created a rule 
that allows you to remove lots of large trees. Every large tree you remove is a tree that can never 
become a snack. I agree that the ultimate role is outdated, but were replacing it with something worse 
because there's no connection to the needs of wildlife. Were just saying whatever green trees we decide 
to provide, based on resiliency is somehow magically enough for wildlife. That makes no sense at all. We 
need to connected to the needs of wildlife and have a number, a goal, we don't tend to have that in the 
new standard.  

 
So, there is -- Emily? [ Indiscernible - overlapping Speakers ]. Is it okay if I pipe in their perspective I was 
gonna say okay Bill.  

 
Okay, fix for that comment. So the numbers of trees that would be retrained within a stand, so in other 
words, those would be informed by the needs of wildlife. And that's what the process is. We would use 
in the short term, we would use a tool called decade which is kind of the latest greatest science it tells 
you me snags to Nan for certain species and how many green trees you need to retain those into the 
future. So a certain portion of those large trees that we would want to look at to retain in order to 
recruit future snacks into that stand. So the two have to work together. Is not one or the other. The 
actual, the wildlife component and the snag component the Green Tree component, would inform the 
culture position that would decide which tree stays in which goes. And again we accomplished the 
protection of the existing snags and we also manage that stand so that we can get the Green Tree 
growth. So they actually work hand-in-hand.  

 
Thank you.  

 
[ Indiscernible - overlapping Speakers ] we have to, we have to cut off questions, Demeter timeframe. 
But I do encourage you to submit further questions to the email website that was given.  

 
Right now I'd like to ask Shane Jeffries for parting words.  

 
Shane would you like to come on camera and unmute yourself?  

 
Okay, I think I am back.  

 
You are back it's got okay, well, I just I was listening to the questions, I really appreciated the dialogue 
today. And I mentioned at the beginning that you know, we've had the science forum into technical 
workshops, and we've had a chance to participate in all of those, and have been impressed with the 
level of engagement and all of that. And similarly impressed as a matter fact with a number of folks that 
El Toro Bureau to reduce the number of looking at plus -wise 30 folks here with some really excellent 
questions. Questions that are very good, and a few that we've got to go back and follow up on. So, I 



really appreciate that. So, want to thank you for again, thinking time to join us today. As was mentioned 
by Nancy, and if you have any further questions, innocently either you didn't get a chance to ask, or you 
felt like you wanted to get a little more information. Or you want to follow question answered as in the 
case in the end there. Please get those to us. I want to also ask you to, if you haven't already take a 
couple minutes to look at the draft EA and let us know what you think. You can look at our website from 
the link and submit formal comments. And, as was mentioned earlier by Emily, the comment. Closes 
right now on September 10th at 1159 Pacific time, it will take all of his comments into consideration as 
we get of final version of the amendment. I also want to thank you Nancy very much for facilitating us 
this evening. I want to thank the members of the team that weighed in on the questions, I very much 
appreciate you. And, in particular Emily for fielding so many and doing such a fine job, of capturing what 
was in the EA . there was a lot of information there, and you have all that in a way that I think addressed 
many of the questions that were answered tonight. So I think you all very much, and we look forward to 
hearing more from you soon.  

 
Thank you, Shane. I'd like to extend a hearty thank you to all of today's presenters, your willingness to 
participating virtually. You helped us educate our participants and the 21 it's green, that's greatly 
appreciated. I'd like to thank you all for joining us today. We appreciate your interest and willingness to 
participate in the management of your public lands. You can request a recording of the session and a 
link to request emails and follow-ups at the site shown on the slide here. As we move forward with 
additional virtual experiences, we welcome all your feedback to help us improve feature events. The 
next webinar will be tomorrow at 130 in the afternoon. On behalf of all of my colleagues, in the U.S. for 
his service, stay well. And have a wonderful evening. With that our first public webinar is adjourned. 
Thank you and good night.  

 
[ Event Concluded ] This message is intended only for the use of the Addressee and may contain 
information that is PRIVILEGED and CONFIDENTIAL. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
communication in error, please erase all copies of the message and its attachments and notify us 
immediately.  
 


