9

INDEX 

November 22, 2005 Board of Forestry Meeting Minutes

Item #
Page #
A.
Minutes - September 7, 2005 Meeting
3
1.
State Forester and Board Member Comments
3

2.
Forest Regulation Work Plan


Objective 4, Project 3
3


Objective 2, Projects 2 & 4a
4

3.
Outreach to Urban Populations


Objectives 1 & 2, Urban Forestry Program
6


Objectives 3, 4 & 5, Outreach Efforts [deferred]
7


Objective 6, Forest Education and Interpretation Opportunities [deferred]
7

4.
Public Comment [none]
8
5.
State Forests Management


Objective 1, Swiss Needle Cast
8

Objective 1, Decision Matrix & Performance Measures [deferred]
9

Objective 2, Habitat Conservation Plan [deferred]
9
Items listed in order heard

Attachments (hard copy)
(1)
Staff Presentation, Agenda Item 2

(2)
Forest Practice Regional Cmte. Comments on Proposed Riparian Rules, Agenda Item 2 

(3)
Committee for Family Forestlands Comments, November 10 2005, Agenda Item 2

(4)
Committee for Family Forestlands Comments November 22, 2005, Agenda Item 2

(5)
Revision for OAR 629-640-0100, Agenda Item 2

(6)
Revised draft Report for OAR 629-635-0200, Agenda Item 2

(7)
Comment - Wayne Giesy, Agenda Item 2

(8)
Comment - Eric Geyer,  Roseburg Forest Products, Agenda Item 2

(9)
Comment - Dennis Creel, Oregon Forest Industries Council, Agenda Item 2

(10)
Comment - Mike Barnes, Oregon Small Woodlands Association, Agenda Item 2

(11)
Comment - Bob Baumgartner, Department of Environmental Quality, Agenda Item 2

(12)
Comment - Gary Springer, Starker Forests, Agenda Item 2

(13)
Comment - Jake Gibbs, Lone Rock Timber, Agenda Item 2

(14)
Comment - Todd Payne, Seneca Jones Timber Company, Agenda Item 2

(15)
Comment - Rex Storm, Associated Oregon Loggers, Agenda Item 2

(16)
Comment - David Powers, Environmental Protection Agency, Agenda Item 2

(17)
Comment - John Wooley, JOMAK Env. Inc,. Agenda Item 2

(18)
Comment - Gerald Palmer, Green Diamond Resource Company Agenda Item 2

(19)
Comment - Dale Claassen, Swanson Group, Agenda Item 2

(20)
Comment - Mark Snyder, Oregon Community Trees, Agenda Item 3

(21)
State Forests Advisory Committee Dialogue, Agenda Item 5

(22)
Staff Presentation, Agenda Item 5

(23)
Harvest & Habitat Preliminary Model Outputs, Agenda Item 5

(24)
Comment – Susan Ash, Portland Audubon, Agenda Item 5
OREGON STATE BOARD OF FORESTRY

November 22, 2005 Meeting Minutes


In accordance with the provisions of ORS 526.016, a meeting of the Oregon Board of Forestry was held at the State Forester's Headquarters, 2600 State Street, Salem, Oregon. Chair Hobbs called the public meeting to order at 8:02 a.m.
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Bill Hutchison
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Consent Agenda

A.
MINUTES - SEPTEMBER 7, 2005 BOARD MEETING

Approved by consent.


The minutes of the September 7, 2005 Board meeting are approved.

Action and Information Agenda
1.
STATE FORESTER AND BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS

Marvin Brown, State Forester noted that Clark Seely, Associate State Forester would serve as the Board's Secretary at the January 4, 2006 meeting in Salem.

2.
FOREST REGULATION WORK PLAN

Objective 4, Project 3: 2003 HB 3264

Lanny Quackenbush, Private and Community Forests Program summarized the rulemaking process, stating no substantive comments were received during the open public comment period.  


With consensus of the Board, Chair Hobbs ordered:

The OAR amendments implementing 2003 HB 3264, contained in the Board's November 22, 2005 Agenda Item 2, Attachment 3 are adopted effective January 1, 2006.  The Temporary Rules currently in place, are rescinded effective January 1. 2006.


Objective 2, Projects 2 and 4a


Lacking a written summary of the September 8, 2005 ORS 527.714 and 527.765 Workshop, Bill Hutchison requested that action be deferred until January 4, 2006 on specific rule development and findings checklist.  With Board consensus, Chair Hobbs so ordered.


Jas. Adams, Department of Justice stated that BM 37 claims resulting from the proposed Water Protection rules would be defended, and described potential exemptions.


Water Protection Rule Concept #3 (RMA above fish barriers), #4 (large wood) and #8 (basal area target).  The Board received copies of the following: Attachment 1 - Staff Presentation; Attachment 2 - Forest Practice Regional Committee Comments on Proposed Riparian Rules; Attachment 3 - Committee for Family Forestlands Comments, November 10 2005; Attachment 4 - Committee for Family Forestlands Comments November 22, 2005; Attachment 5 - revision for OAR 629-640-0100; and, Attachment 6 - revised draft Report for OAR 629-635-0200.  


Paul Bell and Jim Paul, Private and Community Forests Program described the Water Protection rule review process, rule concepts 3, 4 and 8, summarized ORS 527.714 findings, and described conceptual alternatives (Attachment 1).  Rule concept 3 addresses riparian management areas above fish barriers and modifies stream classification methods.  Rule concept 4 would provide a source of large wood along debris torrent prone Type N streams.  Rule concept 8 would increase the basal area target on small and medium Type F streams to ensure that large wood and shade levels in fish-use streams meet the desired future condition (OAR 629-640-0000).


Following questions of staff, Chair Hobbs called for public testimony.


Ken Faulk urged the Board and Department to develop rule language that was easily understood. 

Wayne Giesy stated that science indicated the most significant limiting factor for fish was over-wintering habitat.  He supported placing large woody debris in streams to improve pooling and reduce stream flow (Attachment 7).


Eric Geyer, Roseburg Forest Products recommended the development of guidance prior to the evaluation of rule concept 4, and did not support rule concept 8 stating it lacked evidence of resource degradation and was unlikely to maximize productivity for fish (Attachment 8).



Dennis Creel, Oregon Forest Industries Council commented that general rules with flexible guidance, collaboratively developed could achieve the desired outcome of the delivery of large wood to streams.  OFIC urged the development of a revised "future desired condition" statement based on the concept of dynamic ecosystems instead of proceeding with rule concept 8 (Attachment 9).


Mike Barnes, Oregon Small Woodlands Association commented on the failure of the state and federal agency cooperation on permit issuance for large woody debris placement.  He surmised that the complexities of rules have a strong correlation with small landowners not managing in riparian areas, and did not support rule concepts 4 and 8 (Attachment 10).


Bob Baumgartner, Department of Environmental Quality stated the proposed rule package would lead to improved water quality throughout state and private forestlands (Attachment 11).


Gary Springer, Starker Forests remarked that a blanket increase in the basal area targets would remove any financial incentive to actively manage riparian areas (Attachment 12).


Jake Gibbs, Lone Rock Timber testified in support of rule concept 3, and in opposition to concepts 4 and 8 (Attachment 13).


Todd Payne, Seneca Jones Timber Co. spoke in opposition to rule concept #8 and urged voluntary and incentive-based alternatives (Attachment 14).


Rex Storm, Associated Oregon Loggers expressed support for concept 3, recommended concept 4 be revised to allow landowner discretion for wood delivery methods and voluntary measures.  Mr. Storm urged the Board to develop a new desired future condition statement based upon dynamic ecosystems, and did not support rule concept 8 (Attachment 15).


Les Helgeson, Native Fish Society urged the Board to provide credit for role of red alder in streams, supported the rule concepts, and recommended a long-term ecosystem management approach.


Dan Newton supported rule concept 3 and stated rule concept 4 needed a full ORS 527.714 analysis. Mr. Newton supported the deliberate placement of large woody debris in streams in lieu of widening buffers, leaving additional trees, and increasing basal area targets.


Blake Rowe, Longview Fibre supported the testimony of Oregon Forest Industries Council, and suggested the Board revisit the desired future condition statement based upon new science and information since its development.  


Dave Powers, Environmental Protection Agency stated adoption of proposed rules alone would not ensure attainment of water quality standards or full attainment of beneficial uses, it would be progress.  Regarding rule concept 8, he noted the benefits of increased riparian protection to water quality and aquatic habitat far outweighed potential concerns about reduced primary productivity (Attachment 16).


John Wooley, JOMAK Env. Inc. provided written testimony urging the Board to address issues on a case-by-case basis and to minimize the number of rules and regulations (Attachment 17).


Gerald Palmer, Green Diamond Resource Company provided written testimony is opposition to rule concept #8 (Attachment 18).


Dale Claassen, Swanson Group provided written testimony supporting rule concept 3, and opposing concepts 4 and 8 (Attachment 19).


With assistance from Ted Lorensen, Assistant State Forester, Paul Bell, Jim Paul, and Jas. Adams, the Board discussed rule concepts 3, 4 and 8.  With Board consensus, Chair Hobbs ordered:

The State Forester is directed to begin the rulemaking process to amend OAR 629-635-0200 - rule concept 3, and to adopt OAR 629‑640-0210 - rule concept 4.  Prior to adoption of OAR 629-640-0210, final guidance language will be developed.  

 

            Following discussion of rule concept 8 - Draft Report of Considerations and Required Findings for Adoption of Proposed OAR 629-640-0100 (ORS 527.714 analysis), and the current Desired Future Condition in relation to the presented conceptual alternatives (contained in the agenda as Attachment 7), the Board deferred action on rule concept 8 to a future meeting.

3.
OUTREACH TO URBAN POPULATIONS


Objectives 1 & 2 Urban Forestry Program

Paul Ries, Urban and Community Forestry Program summarized the White Paper [contained in the agenda], which analyzed the present and future role of the Urban and Community Forestry Program.  The mission of the Program is to promote community investment in urban forests.  Mr. Ries described the Program's positive impact on the health of local urban forests, followed by a description of options in terms of scope, funding and service delivery.


Following staff's presentation, Chair Hobbs called for public comment.


Rob Crouch, City of Portland Urban Forestry Coordinator, and President of Oregon Community Trees, testified that the City of Portland had received several grants from the Department that were used as “seed money” for important projects.  He cited a brochure educating people about Dutch Elm Disease, the development of the Neighborhood Tree Liaison Program, and the South Park Blocks Valuation Study as three examples of how the Department plays a valuable supporting role in Portland’s urban forestry program.  He also mentioned that the Department funds a portion of the administrative costs for Oregon Community Trees, which provides a forum to share ideas, develop new programs, and offer or seek advice and assistance to improve the care of community trees.


Meryl Redisch, Oregon Community Trees Board member, spoke in favor of an expanded urban forestry effort in the state.  She related her experiences in Utah as an example of how tree planting can have multiple benefits to local communities.  She also  mentioned that the loss of funding for the Department’s Community Assistance Grants had a negative effective on urban forestry effort statewide.

Scott Fogarty, Executive Director of Friends of Trees, a non-profit tree planting group in Portland, testified how ODF has provided a number of grants that have helped the organization fulfill its mission.  He noted that a recent study showed that the tree canopy in Portland had actually increased, thanks in part of Friends of Trees planting projects, supported by the Department.

Mark Snyder, Oregon Community Trees strongly supported the Department’s Urban and Community Forestry Program and urged the Board to work to fully fund and expand the Program as it assists in the accomplishment of the Forestry Program for Oregon goals (Attachment 20).


During discussion of the Urban and Community Forest White Paper, the Board affirmed the importance of urban forestry and urged constituents to take that message to their representatives and the Legislative Assembly.  

The Board directed the Department to further investigate ways to expand the urban forestry program as a part of completing the Outreach to Urban Populations Work Plan.


Objectives 3, 4 & 5 Outreach Efforts


Discussion on the Communication Plan was deferred to the January 4, 2006 Board meeting agenda.


Objective 6 Forest Education and Interpretation Opportunities


Due to time constraints, this item was deferred to the January 4, 2006 Board meeting agenda.

4.
PUBLIC COMMENT

There were no comments from the public on items not on the Board's agenda.

5.
STATE FORESTS MANAGEMENT

Objective 1 Swiss Needle Cast


Lisa DeBruyckere, State Forests Program Director and Barrett Brown, Chair, State Forests Advisory Committee (SFAC), described the multi-stakeholder dialogue process facilitated by the non-profit organization RESOLVE. Discussions focused on adaptive management and swiss needle cast took place in the fall of 2005. Barrett Brown expressed his support of the process, and noted the reports (Attachment 21) presented to the Board of Forestry were intended to provide ideas and perspectives to enrich the Board's discussion on both adaptive management and swiss needle cast. They were not intended to demonstrate consensus by the SFAC committee, nor demonstrate a proposed position on any particular issue. 

Objective 1 Harvest and Habitat Modeling Project


Dave Johnson and Pam Overhulser, State Forests Program described the latest results of the Harvest and Habitat Modeling project’s forest management alternatives 3 and 4, describing the model goals and stakeholder involvement (Attachment 22).

 
Staff provided an update on the preliminary model results for alternatives 1 – the current plan; 2 – FMP using take avoidance; 3 – wood emphasis; and, 4 reserve-based (Attachment 23).


Tim Josi, Forest Trust Land Advisory Committee [FTLAC] provided testimony regarding the modeling effort, and informed the Board that he would be hosting meetings with FTLAC to discuss the model outputs and present.   Presentations would be made to the Board regarding its findings. 


Following Mr. Josi’s comments, Chair Hobbs called for public comment.


Chuck Willer, Coast Range Association noted that the foundation for the Forest Management Plans was Greatest Permanent Value which, in addition to providing sustainable timber harvest, over time and across the landscape provided for the full range of social, economic, and environmental values. He commented that he was hopeful the Board would continue to consider the full range of values for all Oregonians, despite the focus on volume as a result of modeling efforts.


Susan Ash, Audubon Society of Portland urged the Board to revise its intent statement regarding Swiss Needle Cast, and to revise the related annual operations plans to reflect current information (Attachment 24).


The Board will hold a Workshop on the Harvest and Habitat Modeling Project April 27, 2006.  In the interim, Lisa DeBruyckere will be available to Board members to answer questions and provide clarity to ensure a thorough understanding of the Project components and issues.

Objective 1 Decision Matrix and Performance Measures


Deferred to a future meeting.


Objective 2 Habitat Conservation Plan


Deferred to a future meeting.


With no further business before the Board, Chair Hobbs adjourned the public meeting at 5:47 p.m.






Respectfully submitted,








    /s/ Marvin Brown

Marvin Brown, State Forester and

GB, et.al.

Secretary to the Board

Approved by the Board at its January 4, 2006 meeting.
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