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Forest Trust Land Advisory Committee Meeting 
Department of Forestry 

2600 State Street, Salem Oregon 
Tillamook Room  

September 1, 2015 
 

Pursuant to notice made by press release to newspapers of general and local circulation throughout the state and distributed to 
persons on the mailing list of the committee and the members of the committee, a regular meeting of the Forest Trust Land 
Advisory Committee (FTLAC) was held at the Department of Forestry in Salem, Oregon. 
 
Present Committee Members:  Tim Josi, Tillamook County Commissioner, Chair; Craig Pope, Polk 
County Commissioner, Vice Chair; Faye Stewart, Lane County Commissioner; Scott Lee, Clatsop County 
Commissioner; Bill Baertlein, Tillamook County Commissioner; Anthony Hyde, Columbia County 
Commissioner 
 
Present Department Staff:  Doug Decker, Oregon State Forester; Nancy Hirsch, Deputy State Forester; 
Liz Dent, State Forests Chief; Brian Pew, State Forests Deputy Chief; Kate Skinner, Tillamook District 
Forester; Mary Schmelz, Office Manager, Public Affairs; Nathan Seable, South Fork Manager; Mike 
Totey, West Oregon District Forester; Josh Barnard, Policy Analyst, State Forests; Justin Butteris, Policy 
Analyst, State Forests; Dave Lorenz, Southern Area Director;  Andy White, NWOA Director; Jeff Brandt, 
Research and Monitoring Coordinator, State Forests; Mike Wilson, Project Leader, State Forests; 
Rosemary Mannix, Resource Specialist Unit Manager, State Forests; Don Everingham, Assistant to the 
NW Oregon Area Director; Tod Haren, Forest Resource Analyst, State Forests 
 
Present Others:   
Tom Imeson, Board of Forestry Chair; Lianne Thompson, Clatsop County Commissioner; Bob Van Dyk, 
Wild Salmon Center; Rex Storm, Associated Oregon Loggers; Kristina McNitt, Oregon Forest Industries 
Council; Seth Barnes, Oregon Forest Industries Council; Mark Rasmussen, Mason Bruce and Girard; 
John Lindsey, Linn County Commissioner; Clair Klock, Clackamas Soil and Water Conservation District; 
Mike Cloughesy OFIC; Jim McCauley, Washington County Commissioner  
 
FTLAC Chair Comments 
Chair Josi invited Board of Forestry Chair Imeson and State Forester Decker to comment.  Mr. Imeson 
thanked Chair Josi for the opportunity to participate in the meeting.  State Forester Decker commented 
that department employees, including State Forests staff, were currently heavily involved in assisting 
with 2015 firefighting efforts, which could affect the Forest Management Plan (FMP) timeline.  He 
expressed appreciation for support from the FTLAC and other stakeholders during the fire season.  Chair 
Josi invited county commissioners who are not part of the formal FTLAC committee to sit at the 
committee table and participate in the meeting. 
 
Chair Josi commented that he testified at the August 12, 2015 Board of Forestry FMP subcommittee 
meeting and that FTLAC members already had received a copy of his testimony. 
 
Public Comments 
None. 
 
Approval of Minutes 
Approval of April 17, 2015 Minutes 
Motion: Commissioner Lee.  Second:  Commissioner Pope.  All in Favor.  Approved. 
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Approval of May 26, 2015 Minutes  
Motion: Commissioner Lee.  Second:  Commissioner Bartlein.  All in Favor.  Approved. 
 
FMP Update, Liz Dent and Justin Butteris  
The Board of Forestry FMP subcommittee met August 12, 2015 to review preliminary model outputs of a 
70/30 management approach (70% = revenue goals and 30% = conservation goals) across all six 
northwest districts.  Staff provided information about older forest structure in conservation areas, using 
existing commitments, anticipating what the conservation areas would look like over the next 50-100 
years.  Staff asked the subcommittee to review the preliminary results of financial viability and volume 
revenue and provide direction on how the department could make refinements to improve the product 
and have more confidence in the land allocation approach.   Conservation metrics tied to Greatest 
Permanent Value and desired outcomes were presented and approved by the subcommittee as metrics 
the department will use.  At this time the land allocation approach appears to be the best management 
approach to meet the twin goals of conservation and financial viability, though the approach that will be 
used in the FMP is still in discussion.   
 
Direction from August 12, 2015 subcommittee meeting: 

• Asked the agency for more refinements on the financial aspects of the model 
• Asked staff to examine how different buffer affect conservation and financial viability 
• Approved conservation metrics 
• Requested a map that demonstrates on the landscape production and conservations areas and 

what their stand characteristics will be over the next 100 years  
• Staff will include social benefits in the FMP 

 
Board of Forestry Chair Tom Imeson mentioned that people will want to understand the model with a 
mapping that overlays to show conservation and production areas, as well as where county lines are. 
 
Commissioner John Lindsey expressed concern over locking up lands for conservation permanently, and 
about the possibility of the 70/30 percentage shifting to different percentages.  Liz Dent gave examples 
of management areas within conservation areas, such as marbled murrelet management areas and 
areas where take avoidance is allowed, and mentioned that there will be conservation benefits in some 
production areas.  Chair Josi asked that it be written clearly in the FMP language that lands won’t be 
allocated permanently, particularly for high conservation areas.   
 
There was discussion about the original intent that state lands be allocated as commercial lands and the 
importance of non-declining evenflow.  Ms. Dent explained that a Land Allocation Approach would be a 
different paradigm from current Structure Based Management (SBS), which has the premise of a shifting 
mosaic over time and that every acre could be available at some time.  The Land Allocation Approach 
splits up the landscape; in the area managed for production, the primary goal would be to maximize 
volume and revenue, which could move the agency to a position to increase revenue and provide non-
declining evenflow.   
 
The next subcommittee meeting is on October 19, 2015 at 1:00 pm at the Salem Department of Forestry 
headquarters. 
 
Technical Expert Review Group (TERG) Liz Dent and Mark Rasmussen 
TERG consists of a group of experts from various stakeholder interests who will review and provide 
feedback about modeling for volume, revenue and conservation, and provide their feedback.  
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Representatives are from counties (Mark Rasmussen), from conservation (David Diaz), and from industry 
(David Walters).   
 
Mark Rasmussen shared his observations to date:  

1) The department has been forthcoming with information and discussions. 
2) The department has more planning resources for this effort than it had on previous efforts.  The 

TERG members are trying to interact as analysts rather than advocates when working with the 
department’s Planning Team.   

3) The last information that Mr. Rasmussen received, from the Financial Viability Workgroup, was 
that the department needed to cut 300 million board feet per year to stay financially viable.  
Growth projections, applied to 411,000 acres, which is about 68% percent of the land base, on 
100 year rotations, result in 167 million board feet; Mr. Rasmussen said that those numbers are 
something to “worry about”. 

4) There is a portion of the forest designated in conservation or production.  A good portion of the 
forest is already attracting T&E species.  Under non-declining evenflow that increases before it 
decreases as the forest grows older.   

5) SBM was an interesting and hopeful idea with similar goals of achieving both conservation and 
production.  Mr. Rasmussen expressed concerned that this approach may not work just as SBM 
didn’t, and the FTLAC ought to be thinking about what happens if this new approach doesn't 
work.   

 
Board of Forestry Chair Imeson commented that the Board is working to best determine if the approach 
will work.  If it doesn't work, by 2020 the department wouldn’t be able to operate the timber program 
(as it currently operates).  Mr. Imeson stated that the Board has a goal of adopting this concept with a 
high level of confidence that it will work.  State Forester Decker commented that he appreciated Mr. 
Rasmussen’s observations and said that the State Forests Program is important to other agency business 
and offers public values, and mentioned the concept of a public funding stream such as the General 
Fund.   
 
Barred Owl Removal Project, Rosemary Mannix   
The Barred Owl removal project directly affects Lane County and the agency’s Western Lane District, 
and is of interest to the committee as a whole because it is related to implementation of the federal 
ESA.  Ms. Mannix explained the programmatic agreement with USFWS.  Part of the USFWS work to 
recover the Northern Spotted Owl (NSO) is a research project to test the effects of Barred Owl removal 
on NSO recovery. The USFWS offered the department a programmatic agreement (Safe Harbor 
Agreement) if USFWS could survey and remove barred owls in study areas, including Western Lane 
District lands.  The survey would last five years and is not necessarily the practice that USFWS would 
adopt to recover NSO, but rather a project to test its effectiveness.  The Safe Harbor agreement, which 
would extend beyond the five year survey, establishes baseline conditions in areas (such as number of 
NSO sites) and then negotiates what protection, if any, would be afforded if new sites occur as a result 
of the study.  At this point the department will give access for the survey but has asked for more 
information about the Safe Harbor agreement.  Mike Wilson is the Project Leader working with USFWS 
and the Western Lane district to review data from the study area, agree on a baseline, and further 
understand Safe Harbor agreements.   
 
Recreation Rule Making Process, Justin Butteris 
HB 2453 passed, so effective January 1, 2016 a permit will be required to organize large commercial 
events on state forestland.  The purpose of HB 2453 is to protect state lands from damage caused by 
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unmonitored large commercial events.  Holding a large commercial event without a permit will be a 
Class A misdemeanor, resulting in penalties and/or fines.   
 
HB 2453 calls on the department to 1) establish rules for health and safety standards for large 
commercial events and 2) develop a fee structure.  The agency is updating and re-drafting 629-025-000 
Division 25 State Forest and Recreation rules.  Mr. Butteris shared proposed draft rulemaking changes 
with the FTLAC.  The goal is to have the new rules effective by summer 2016.  Chair Josi commented that 
the FTLAC is conceptually supportive of the changes and fee structure.   
 
Elliott Forest Transfer, Liz Dent and Staff 
On August 13, 2015 the State Land Board decided to pursue transferring ownership of the Elliott State 
Forest.  The Department of State Lands (DSL) has contacted several state agencies, including the 
Department of Forestry, to gauge the level of interest in ownership of the Elliott.  The Board of Forestry 
responded with interest because the department has history, adjacency and expertise in managing this 
forest; but the Board expressed a need to further evaluate.  State Forester Decker commented that the 
department doesn’t have the capacity nor the statutory framework at this time to manage the Elliott the 
way the department manages other lands. 
 
DSL laid out a protocol for anyone interested in the transfer; Liz Dent provided the FTLAC with the 
protocol, timeframe and criteria needed for proposal submission.   
 
OSU Forest Research Murrelet Study, Liz Dent and Jeff Huntington 
OSU drafted a Policy Option Package (POP) about how OSU would further murrelet research; Ms. Dent 
provided copies of the POP.  The intention of the proposal is research to understand functions, 
processes and biological behaviors concerning the management and protection of murrelets.  The 
bottom line is that there are practices that could be put in the landscape that would be beneficial for 
murrelet populations.  The department would use the research to better understand how to move 
forward from a management and policy perspective.   
 
Principal Investigators, Jim Rivers and Kim Nelson, have stated the value they put on stakeholder 
involvement and are establishing a stakeholder advisory committee.  They expect by the end of 2015 to 
have better details on how the research will be finalized.   
 
Jeff Huntington, OSU, added that 1) The POP document is an initial cut of what researchers thought 
would be relevant outcomes, and 2) the POP document deliverables and budget will be brought to the 
Forest Advisory Committee who will consider it in the framework of the budget.   
 
Per Mr. Huntington, this is an opportunity to support land management activities across the state.  This 
is a Mannis Research Project intended not just as a scientific exercise but also to have relevance.  The 
deliverable will likely be a set of data that land managers can use with information, peer review and 
science behind it.  The budget appropriation is $3.5 million for the biennium.  Mr. Huntington was 
invited to return to the future FTLAC meetings for periodic updates. 
 
Adjourn 
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Attachments 
• Forest Management Plan Subcommittee Timeline Attachment F, Department of Forestry 
• Forest Recreation Rules Revision Board of Forestry September 9, 2015 Staff Report #6 
• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Barred Owl Removal Project and Possible Safe Harbor Agreement 

for State Forests Board of Forestry July 23, 2015 Staff Report #8 
• Department of Forestry Division 25 State Forest Recreation Rules, draft revision 
• State Land Board August 13, 2015 Agenda Item 3, regarding the Elliott State Forest, including 

pages 34 – 39 of State Land Board Elliott Transfer Protocol document 
 


