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 Tiesha Street:For audio, you will need to dial into the conference line: 888 844 9904 access code 
9800728 
  Barbara Adams:Vancouver 
  Maia Enzer:Portland 
  Ron:Bend, Oregon 
  Audrey Maclennan:Corvallis, OR 
  Shane Jeffries:Prineville, OR 
  Debbie Anderson:Gresham, OR 
  Randal:McMinnville 
  C. Caruso:Portland, OR 
  Nicholas Goldstein:Portland, OR 
  Emily:White Salmon, WA 
  Andrea Dolbear:Lakeview, OR 
  Bill Gaines:Wenatchee, Wa 
  Barbara Garcia:Barbara Garcia, Portland, OR  
  Sue Dixon:Portland, OR 
  Audrey Maclennan:For audio, you will need to dial into the conference line: 888 844 9904 access code 
9800728 
  Rob Klavins 2:Will these sessions be recorded as previous workshops were? 
  Emily:Yep 
  Rob Klavins 2:Thanks! 
  Tiesha Street:Rob, yes they will. 
  Ethan Wolston:Baker City. OR 
  Pam Hardy:Bend, OR 
  Irene Jerome:Irene Jerome, John Day 
  Tiesha Street:Reminder to press *6 to unmute your phone line. 
  Rob Klavins 2:You determined the economic impacts from additional logging of big and old trees would 
be a net positive with your action alternatives. Did you analyze whether those dollars would stay in 
Eastern Oregon or what proportion would go to corporations, shareholders, and executives outside of 
Eastern Oregon? 
  Pam Hardy:I am concerned that the FVS model only looked change in forest conditions absent 
disturbance.  You addressed it in very broad terms for wildlife, but not with quantitative data.  Did you 
consider how high/low severity fire would be likely to interact with the vegetation under the different 
alternatives? 
  Rob Klavins 2:You said timber jobs are important despite representing a small proportion of jobs. It 
sounded like you were saying they are disproportionately important. Is that accurate? Please explain.  
  Rob Klavins 2:Did you analyze the impacts of these alternatives on tourism, recreation, ecosystem 
circumstances, quality of life, or any non-extractive economic impacts? If not, why not? 
  Rob Klavins 2:Please let others jump the line...I prepped some questions during the presentation 
  Mike Anderson:Please explain the difference between a guideline and a standard.  Is compliance with a 
guideline optional?  Is it legally enforceable? 



  Pam Hardy:What kind of assurances will you be able to provide that the monitoring will actually get 
done? 
  Rob Klavins 2:So, no? 
  Mike Anderson:Will old trees be individually marked by marking crews, or will operators/loggers decide 
which trees are 150 years old?  Does the agency have the necessary funding to do more marking? 
  Ethan Wolston:Has there been any analysis of the impact of increased logging operations on green 
house gas emissions and climate change? 
  Mike Anderson:Why didn't you compare the effects of alternatives on forestcarbon storage and 
sequestration? 
  Rob Klavins 2:Thanks. I read those from a distance as a proportion of jobs, not an absolute number. 
Thanks for the clarification. 
  Ron:Please explain why, in alternative two, the diameter limit for Doug-fir increased to 30" while the 
diameter limit for ponderosa pine remains at 21"; or did I misunderstand the alternative. 
  Mike Anderson:yes, thanksl 
  Rob Klavins 2:I didn't understand your answer to Pam. Monitoring is important. What assurances can 
you provide it will happen. 
  Rob Klavins 2:What are the scientifically tested procedures for aging a grand fir using visual 
characteristics for aging a grand fir? 
  Pam Hardy:Why did you use a 30" diameter limit, rather than 28", or 32"? 
  Nancy Henderson:Rob, thank you for being so gracious in suggesting we allow others to ''skip the line'.  
so far not needed, but we appreciate your generosity. 
  Ethan Wolston:How long do 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? 
  Rob Klavins 2:What happens if monitoring does *not* occur? 
  Mike Anderson:will you consider extending the comment period to accommodate the needs of 
collaborative groups to discuss the alternatives at their monthly meetings that occur after the comment 
deadline?   
  Rob Klavins 2:I didn't understand the answer to my first question. Is it possible to answer as a yes or 
no? The question was if it was analyzed where the economic impacts of logging more big trees will go. 
Did you look to see what proportion of those dollars will actually stay in Eastern Oregon? 
  Rob Klavins 2:So if the monitoring doesn't happen despite current enthusiasm, we stick with the 
guideline? Maybe I'm misunderstanding but that seems like it's not helping build trust or accountability. 
  Ethan Wolston:What is the problem with allowing the large cohort of middle-age trees, to become old? 
Is the fire argument (White Fir torching under Ponderosa) really killing old trees, or is this a red herring? 
of the logging industry 
  Ethan Wolston:Has any study recored actual total data on loss of old trees to increasing shade tolerant 
understory trees? 
  Rob Klavins 2:Thanks! 
  Rob Klavins 2:Thanks. I genuinely don't understand. We can discuss offline if I'm the only one. 
  Rob Klavins 2:Oh, I misunderstood. I thought we did *not* revert back if there was no monitoring 
  Rob Klavins 2:Thanks 
  Rob Klavins 2:That *does* make sense 
  Ethan Wolston:Awesome, how can I see the data/ reports? 
  Ethan Wolston:and thanks! 
  Rob Klavins 2:Is there evidence that logging big young trees far from old trees helps prevent mortality 
of the latter? 
  Rob Klavins 2:Always dependable for more questions :) 
  Nancy Henderson::-) 



  Rob Klavins 2:I guess I'm wondering how it helps old trees if there are none nearby. 
  Rob Klavins 2:A colleague on the phone texted me to ask green tree retention is completely divorced 
from the needs of wildlife. 
  Rob Klavins 2:That was the question :) 
  Nancy Henderson::-) 
  Nancy Henderson:this is our last question 
  Ethan Wolston:Thanks Emily, Nancy, and your colleagues. Look forward to more conversation.  
  Nancy Henderson:thanks Ethan! 
 


