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August 8, 2017 - Oregon Dept. of Forestry
Tillamook Room, Building C, 2600 State Street, Salem, OR 97310

	Members in Attendance:

Jim James, OSWA
Morgan Holen, OR Community Trees
Clint Bentz, Private Forestland Owner (phone)
Dick Courter, Consulting Forester
Eric Hartstein, OWEB
Misty Seaboldt, NRCS State Forester
Kelley Beamer, Coalition for OR Land Trusts  
Lena Tucker, Chair, Private Forests Division Chief
Gary Jensen, Soil & Water Commission
CalLee Davenport, USF&W
Owen Wozniak, Trust for Public Lands
Scott Hayes, Oregon Tree Farm System (phone)
Rod Krahmer, ODFW
Candice Polisky, USFS  
Dan Logan, Non-Industrial Forestland owner
Brad Siemens, USFS  

	ODF Staff:
 
Susan Dominique, Admin. Support
Amy Singh, Forest Legacy Program
Ryan Gordon, Family Forestland Coord.
Kyle Abraham, Deputy Chief
Thomas Whittington, Incentives Field Coord.
Sarah Navarro, ODF Forest Pathologist
Josh Barnard, Field Support Manager

Guests:
Clair Klock, Clackamas SWCD
Katie Voelke, Exec. Director North Coast Land Conservancy
Jon Wickersham, Assoc. Director NCLC
Phil Chick, Arch Cape Domestic Water Supply District Manager
Josh Kling, Program Director, Western Rivers Conservancy
	Absent:

Jim Johnson
Karl Dalla Rosa
Jon Weck
Taylor Murray 
  


Call to Order at 12:09 am
[Provided materials: FY2019 Forest Legacy Program Application Process doc; ODF Legislatively Adopted Budget Summary; Arch Cape Drinking Watershed Application; Hood River Forest and Fish Conservation Project Application; Project Evaluation Scoring Sheets; January and March SSCC Meeting Minutes]

Introductions/Welcome
Tucker called the meeting to order. She noted for the group that a quorum was present. And that as Private Forests staff supports the ongoing fire suppression efforts some will have assignments that take them from Salem on short notice and other staff may be filling in.    

Public Comment 
Tucker asked for any public comment, none was offered. 

Review & Approval of January and May 2017 Minutes
Tucker asked members to review for approval the January and May meeting minutes. She asked for any corrections. [Beamer noted there were duplicated pages so providing time for correction they postponed the vote until later in the agenda.*]  

Private Forests Division Updates – Lena Tucker, Private Forests Division Chief
Tucker noted that a lot has happened since the May meeting. The Legislature finished up. And the outcome was actually pretty good for the Agency. At the May meeting she had pointed out that in the Private Forest Program specifically we were facing a potential for pretty severe budget reductions and losing some staff positions. The final budget wound up retaining positions, staff here in Salem and Stewardship Forester positions across the state. There was some reductions in funding for some of our key projects, the Forest Practices Compliance Audit will be reduced to doing smaller versions of it one year and a larger audit every two years which should be manageable. Funding for the Trask Watershed Study Research Project has been reduced. The good news on that is that the Trask Study field data collection has been completed and they are moving on to data analysis and reporting. So the Division did take some reductions but also got a program enhancement for Sudden Oak Death (SOD). We did receive additional funding to tackle the European genetic lineage of SOD (EU1) so efforts are focusing on that while infected sites are still relatively sparse. 

She then reported on the overall Agency budget cuts. We did get money for the Federal Forest Restoration Program so we will be moving ahead with our Good Neighbor Authority work and our work on Federal lands in a more All Lands approach across eastern Oregon and southwest Oregon.

The Fire budget maintained firefighting positions but did take a reduction in funding for east side forest landowners. Funding which had mitigated some of their Forest Patrol Rate. There is a $500,000 reduction to that. ODF did take a fairly large cut in Administrative Services effecting payroll processes, IT systems, Purchasing and Human Resources with that program taking a pretty steep cut in Services and Supplies which will limit the ability to do training and travel. Again, that’s not ideal but manageable. So overall, considering at what we were looking at with the Governor’s Recommended Budget, our Agency has fared pretty well. 

She was happy to report that hiring freezes are behind us and all programs are moving forward to recruit for the basic positions that we have been holding onto till we knew the outcome of our budget. So there will be recruiting for a few key positions in the Fire Program due to retirements and some transitions there. The Private Forests Division will be a recruiting for four Stewardship Forester positions. One in Klamath, two in Coos Bay, and then one in The Dalles. There are other forester positions to recruit for after fire season in Toledo, and the North Cascade District and potential two positions on the eastside. It is always hard to recruit during fire season because everyone is out fighting fire. We will keep the recruitment open at least three weeks to give folks a chance internally and externally to apply. Josh is recruiting for a Field Support Coordinator. This is one of two key positions, key to working with our Stewardship Foresters on interpretation of the FPA, sticky situations, training, helping the new positions get on-boarded in their role. That is a potential advancement opportunity for a field person, so there could be some trickle down there. Our Monitoring Program is also down two people and we will be getting that recruitment out shortly. We will be ramping up work looking at Eastern Oregon/Siskiyou Riparian Policy. And we have an administrative staff vacancy due to a retirement.  

Since we last talked, the Riparian Rulemaking process has come to a close and the rules have been implemented as of July 1st. Additional training and information has gone out as needed. We have also launched the E-Notification Subscriber function in the middle of June and again training as needed has been going well. Folks are using the public portal, like sister agencies, local governments. We are trying to get them on-boarded on that so we don’t have to send paper notifications to those groups of people as we are required to do. Of course quite a few citizens are using the information as well.  

At the July Board of Forestry meeting the BOF did approve the rule language for Bald Eagles. We rescinded the Roosting, Perching, Foraging rule set and maintained a limited amount of Nest Site protections and moved that to the Sensitive Bird rule section. Those rules will go into effect September 1st. 

We are also moving forward in continued discussions about Eastern Oregon and Siskiyou Riparian policy. Determining what potential monitoring questions that the Board might look at and what issues the stakeholders in those areas are interested in. We have had very robust involvement from the Committee for Family Forestlands as well as the Regional Forest Practices Committees and various other landowner stakeholder groups like OSWA and Tree Farm. Hopefully at the January Board Meeting they will come to a conclusion on the types of Monitoring questions that would inform that policy process. But now fire season has hit and it’s an all hands approach here in Salem. Many of the Private Forests team serve on fire teams or support around the edges. Now within Oregon we have quite a few large fires on the landscape. Most of them are actually on Forest Service lands, but we are engaged either managing Divisions or other support for those fires. Most of our Districts have been running and gunning on lightning since the middle of July so the troops are getting a little bit tired with August still to get through. And then the Eclipse complicates matters, in addition to our regular fire preparedness and readiness and dealing with suppression efforts we have actually staffed up an Eclipse support team looking at how we can support the Districts within the Path of Totality. ODF had put a whole team in place in May to do contingency planning for how to manage our key firefighting role and with the influx of visitors in the state. Our Prevention teams have been engaged with the Forest Service Prevention group and Keep Oregon Green to get messages out to all of these visitors. She invited member’s concerns and offered to get them information as requested.    

James appreciated the communications to landowners on the SSBT streams. Noting that the postcard effort did a really good job of reaching family forestland owners to make them aware of the rule change.  

Tucker added that there are videos under development for SSBT training. We are doing a really robust communication plan for getting information out. Not just about riparian rules, but for anything. So, as you see some of our different video messages feel free to contact Public Affairs and give us some feedback. 

LUNCH (Ryan instructed the members to get their lunch and he will be providing his updates during lunch instead of later on the agenda.)

Stewardship Program/Uniform Plan Update – Ryan Gordon, Family Forestland Coordinator
Gordon provided some updates to the Stewardship program. Overall the Stewardship program has been funded at pretty much the same level as we have been for the last few years with the addition of an extra $50,000 to help address some issues with seed and seedling availability. We are working internally to kind of think about the best way to put those resources to use. Changes to Federal Grants will impact our cost-share and technical assistance programs. But right now things are actually looking pretty good. I think the Forest Service has scraped up the last of the ‘no year money’ sitting around and managed to make some additions to our 2016 grants and 2017 allocations. Looking forward, Gordon is not expecting that there will be that kind of money sitting around but the short term ‘bump’ is appreciated. The NRCS statewide relationship continues and we are working on a new million dollar agreement with them that once it’s in place will really help us out quite a bit in terms of our ability to help get landowners into EQIP cost-share programs. 

Whittington has been working on the Uniform Plan and has a new updated version out and in use. The subcommittee will continue to work on a number of different tasks, including getting some updates online. We are going to try over time to migrate a lot of that information over to the KnowYourForest.org website. Right now it’s posted at OSU Extension which is an older platform. We are also working on the MOU for folks that are party to that which should be out in another month or so depending on commitments around the eclipse and fire season. September sometime. He shared that he just sent out information to the field about using the new Uniform plan. Any new plans approved after August 1st will be under the new standards.  

Action Item: Courter requested a little crib sheet reference on what has changed in the plan. He thought it might be helpful especially for consulting foresters that maybe have used the old plan to get up to speed on the new plan. Point out what the real differences are up front.

Whittington noted that it has a new signature page. And there is some reorganization and a few more elements that were added in there. But no major shift, the organization of the Plan is the biggest change. But he would get a reference composed. 

Gordon reported on his presentation at the OTAC meeting. He reminded SSCC members that we had a conversation about this committee’s role as a sub-committee to OTAC and the opportunity to have a conversation with them about the crossover and the potential of this committee to potentially provide some input to OTAC and ultimately into NRCS and FSA programs.  In his presentation he tried to explore the scope not only of what this committee focuses on and the assistance we provide to non-industrial private forestland owners in our program. He did get some positive feedback from the Forest Service. And they requested a copy of the presentation. The outcome of that discussion was that they are of course, interested in the work we are all collectively doing, and they did open the door to saying, hey if you guys want to schedule your meetings on the same day as the OTAC meeting, they suggested an annual meeting that could overlap agendas and provide some opportunity for cross-conversation. He expressed that opportunity is there if this group is interested and could potentially happen in the future.  

James suggested that there isn’t really a downside to at least trying these meetings and see if it works, or doesn’t and he suggested Gordon investigate an opportunity with them. Gordon agreed that there would certainly be some economy for those attending both. OTAC meets quarterly. Perhaps the 1st of the year in the winter when things are slow.  

Introduction: Forest Legacy Program: FY2019 Applications and Project Presentations - Amy Singh
Singh set up the project presentations by reminding members that the Committee is in the portion of the application process where we have applicants submit and share information on their projects. This provides an opportunity to dialog with applicants providing feedback or asking questions to provide members more clarification or information for their ranking and review of the projects at the end of the month. She turned the presentation over to Siemens to review impacts to this year’s application process as there are still a lot of unknowns yet for last year’s Federal Budget.  

Siemens offered to go over the Federal Budget in a broader context than just Forest Legacy. He reported some surprises in what the President’s budget put forward. But a lot of it, at least for the Forest Service was framed in reinvesting on our public lands that we and have stewardship responsibilities for. The result of that was a lot of money into the National Forest system side but decreases and zeroing out of a number of Cooperative Forestry programs on the State and Private side. So, the Forest Legacy Program was zeroed out, no money put forward by the Administration. The Community Forest Program was zeroed out, no money put forward by the Administration. The Urban and Community Forestry Program was zeroed out as well. And then the Landscape Scale Restoration, where we asked folks to think creatively about working with other landowners on a landscape scale and that has been going for about 10 years by now, they also zeroed that out so reflecting the priorities of this Administration. Before the day was even out Congress said ‘dead on arrival’ and we don’t expect the final budget to look like this. As in the previous Administration, final budget that Congress passes won’t be looking like the President’s budget moving forward. 

Specific to Legacy one of the things that complicated everything in our world, was that since the budget was zeroed out they couldn’t put forward the prioritized list of projects do they every year.  We have not had access to that information, because that is usually part of the President’s Budget and becomes an official part of the Public Record. In this case the Appropriations Committee has requested it, and there may be lists floating around to but we are not able to say whether they are accurate or not. He reported that currently in terms of Congressional action, the House has put together their own mark ups which establish what levels they are planning to fund to. In that the Community Forest Program is funded at 1.95 million in the House Budget which is a decrease from last year, but an increase of 1.95 million from the Presidents’ Budget. Forest Legacy is funded at 36 million 184 thousand. Again an increase, but a decrease of about 25 million from last year. We were about 60 million Legacy wise. Stewardship was the something the President wanted to fund at 20.5 million which was a little bit above the actual annual appropriation of the current year. So, Stewardship is in at 19.5 million down a little from the President’s request. Urban and Community Forestry also down from the current year and down from the President’s request at about 27 million and again that Landscape Restoration line down about 13.5 million. So Congress has come back with a different answer, looking more like the status quo. That’s the long and short of it. We are waiting for the Senate to come in. They are in recess now, till the end of the month, we are hoping to get a list from them. It may be when this panel meets in January they make calls to the States asking if we couldn’t currently fully fund the $6.5 million in your ask would you take less? The answer is, of course. And we did have that call in Oregon. So there is reason to believe we are at least on the list somewhere. Amy thinks we need the suggested $36,184,000 funding to increase if it is to get past our slot on the list. He repeated that the situation adds complexity to the Forest Legacy process. The House included language that the Administration has to produce the list by the end of the Fiscal year compelling us to make public that list. But he didn’t think it was going to happen anytime soon. 

Tucker continued that for now we just wait for the Senate to do their mark up. 

Singh emphasized that the budget uncertainty is important for members to understand as we have this discussion. Especially as pertaining to applicants in phased projects. Some folks felt that they didn’t have as much information as they would like on Forest Legacy and would rather abstain from making recommendations because of the uncertainty. She clarified the goals and priorities of our program here at the State level and how that feeds into the National level. 
As she understood it there was a strong effort to ensure that the Forest Legacy Program at the State level mirrored the Forest Service process and criteria and eliminate any state process that would be incompatible and cause issues in getting a viable project to move forward. 

Singh pointed members to the Forest Legacy document provided in their packets which highlights the Forest Legacy objectives and purpose. And pointed out that the purpose of Forest Legacy is to prevent conversion of forest land to non-forest uses and emphasized that important forests have commodity values as well as non-commodity values which make up the conservation values of the forestlands. So, water quality, fish and wildlife habitat, carbon, biodiversity, all those criteria are exactly what the Forest Service does. It’s important for us to use their criteria in our scoring for the Forest Legacy Program. Then she outlined some program objectives: 
1. Focus on large areas of private industrial forestland that are threatened with parcelization; 
2. Reinforce and expand networks of publically owned forest land;
3. Protect important site specific and unique ecosystems; 
4. Encourage agencies and communities, businesses to all work together to conserve forest lands; 
5. Look at additional conservation investment based on other strategies and priority landscapes that are out there. 

Members were to keep these objectives in mind as they look through the applications. The packet also included the Forest Legacy Program Scoring Guidance for FY19. This is how the National Panel will be evaluating projects. The Scoring document will be collected prior to the Committee’s conference call at the end of the month to rank the projects. One of our goals is to ensure that what comes out of the Stewardship Committee’s process for evaluating projects feeds directly into the Forest Service process. We are not asking applicants to come up with two separate applications looking at different merits and criteria. At the end of April the Letters of Interest are due. Out of four potential applicants we have received two Letters of Interest. One from the Arch Cape Water District and for their drinking watershed, a fee title acquisition for around 2100 acres and then an additional Phase for the Hood River Fish and Forest Project which is considered a multi-phase 18,000 acre project. Singh noted that we are not sure what the exact footprint is of their ask would be this year without knowing the funding from Phase 1.  Potential applicants were invited to present their projects and start a dialog. Getting feedback on the projects, the applicants will then have had time to make edits and send the updated briefs by the 24th of August. Singh will send you updated project briefs and scoring criteria sheets to review and score. There needs to be a quorum participate in the August 28th Conference Call scheduled 9 am to 11 am, so we can make an official recommendation. 

The Forest Service put some boundaries on the applications we can submit, how many and how much we can ask for. So we can submit up to 3 projects and up to $10 million in total ask with no one project asking more than $7 million dollars. And that is where the program comes in with Phasing. Typically, $7 million is an ask, not a funding level. Ask for $7 million you might get $3 million. We’ve played that strategy before. Go high and let them cut us. One thing that is important though is, the footprint that we ask them to fund, we can’t shift that footprint once they fund it. So, if we ask for $3 million, and we say we want these acres over here that is what we will do with that money. So, there is a strategy in terms of going larger if we are to ask for the entirety and let them scale us back.  

Singh clarified that if members are unable to participate in the conference call on the 28th she does need your scoring sheets. We can use that as a proxy vote and comments will be considered as part of the dialog and noting overall trends of response from the entire committee. 

Jensen had a question about what Phase of the Hood River Fish and Forest, on here? Singh explained that the document members were provided relating to the Hood River Project is what we submitted to the Forest Service last year. And we are sort of keeping this locked in there, because we don’t know how to make changes. In Phase 1 they asked $7 million for FY18. We know we didn’t get $7 million. So the remaining Phases the draft FY19 and FY20 show that this is part of a larger project and we are likely coming back for additional funding requests. 

Siemens speaking for the National Panel who make these judgments stated that applicants just apply for funding they are seeking from that year. The National Panel makes their decision on that phase not the overall project. But often if they have already invested, they may want it to follow on. But technically, it is just judged on that particular phase. 

Forest Legacy Program: FY2019 Applications and Presentations 
(A full transcript of these presentations are available upon request.) 

· Arch Cape Drinking Watershed Project - Katie Voelke, Exec. Director North Coast Land Conservancy
Voelke, Jon Wickersham, Associate Director and Phil Chick, Arch Cape Domestic Water Supply District Manager presented their project for Forest Legacy funding, the Arch Cape Drinking Watershed. The Arch Cape Water District is the public entity applying for Forest Legacy funding to acquire 2,100 acres of forest land and the entirety of their drinking water source watershed in order to create a community forest. It is proposed that the District would purchase 1500 acres in Fee Title encompassing the lower drinking watershed along with a Conservation Easement of approximately 600 acres at the headwaters of the stream. This easement will encumber neighboring Conservancy land ensuring the headwaters. The key partners involved in this Community forest collaborative are Arch Cape Water District, North Coast Land Conservancy, Onion Peak Holdings, managed by EFM and Sustainable Northwest.  The presentation provided historical, geologic and ecological context of this project area, emphasizing the opportunity to protect Oregon’s unique coastal forest within a chain of protected lands and highlighted how this project meets the Forest Legacy criteria. The land is currently owned by Onion Peak Holdings and managed by EcoTrust Forest Management. Singh asked members for questions, comments, or feedback for the applicants.  There were clarifying questions asked and answered but Singh reminded members that if they had any additional thoughts to send them on to her and she will pass them along to the applicant before their next review. 

· Hood River Forests and Fish Conservation Project - Josh Kling, Deputy Lands Program Director, Western Rivers Conservancy  
Kling began with a little history of the Hood River Forest and Fish Conservation Project, on Weyerhaeuser Columbia Timberland’s Mid-Columbia Tree Farm. This project will be a conservation easement in proximity to one of Oregon’s fastest growing regions and surrounded on three sides by National Forest. This application is for Phase 2. This Project has a history of previous submissions. The Project’s initial ask was accepted federally but funds had to be returned as the Project was put on hold due to sale of Longview Timber to Weyerhaeuser. Weyerhaeuser wasn’t in position to take advantage of the funding at the time, so the funding was rescinded and Western Rivers staff spent the last couple of years working with Weyerhaeuser getting them educated about Forest Legacy and educated about what we could do on the ground so the landowner is now fully supportive and here we are applying for Phase 2.  

This is the second year of that submission. He shared Western Rivers Conservancy’s partnership role in creating this working forest easement Project. The project fits squarely into an area which has been identified as ‘high needs’ within the Forest Legacy assessment. Kling went over the Project features and threatened status as well as the strategy and readiness level provided in their submission draft. 

One important factor for this application in particular is the delay and uncertainty in the Federal budget as it effects the funding that Phase 1 will actually receive in its place on the list. So the current submission is essentially resubmitting FY19 with updated maps, acreages and phasing. He assured members that it is important with a phased Legacy project that each phase submitted must stand on its own merits. But with a lot of Phase 1 to still work on resubmitting it is totally appropriate akin to Phases 1a. and 1b. 

This is all being done in coordination with the Forest Service, the Oregon Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, the Warm Springs Tribe, the Hood River Watersheds Councils and a number of other parties. To keep it rolling forward partners want to keep the project maximally competitive. And so, instead of funding the part that is the most sellable according to the program criteria, we want to work our way towards that, so every year we are coming in with an even more competitive project than we had before. The total project has increased from 18,722 to about 19,700 acres. They will just take available funding and re-phase the work to match the funding. But until they have funding available and know what that amount is, they won’t be able to produce an acreage total and can go through an appraisal exercise to marry the funding with the per acre values. 

Tucker pointed out that as the Department of Forestry will hold the easement on this, (A first for the State in holding an easement on industrial lands.) She would like to see all three phases that make it a full project before the Department is committed. But she conceded that she is aware that it is hard to plan with the Federal Fiscal Year Administration changeover.    

Siemens offered that that the Fed’s are currently in this holding pattern, but by the end of the fiscal year we have to have something in place and at least a funding level and list but a lot of the information is missing right now. 


Sudden Oak Death – Sarah Navarro, ODF Forest Pathologist
Navarro began noting that she has been working with Sudden Oak Death since she was an undergrad at UC Davis in 2008. The Sudden Oak Death (SOD) Program here in Oregon is a collaborative effort with the Dept. of Forestry, Oregon Dept. of Agriculture, Oregon State University, USFS and BLM, and most recently with the Association of Oregon Counties.  They have convened a SOD Taskforce that she mentioned some people in the room are a part of. 

Sudden Oak Death is caused by the pathogen, Phytophthora ramorum, a non-native pathogen here to the United States as well as Europe. It’s a water mold, so it produces spores in the presence of moisture. So it loves the cool moist climate of southwestern Oregon and Curry County especially where we have this disease. This pathogen causes mortality in Tanoak. Tanoak is readily killed by this disease because the spores are forming on the canopies, raining onto the stems and then the spores are forming these stem girdling cankers on tanoaks. It actually takes 1 and ½ years for us to see infection and sometimes over a year after that for the tree to actually die. However it can survive in a variety of substrates, plant debris, soil and water. These aerial spores are formed up in the canopy and are picked up during wind and rain events on the coast to be transported naturally up to 3 to 4 miles. It could also be transported in other ways such as humans transporting infected nursery stock or other plants as well as through water courses. So not only is tanoak affecting Tanoak, but other native Oregon species, such as Rhododendron, Grand fir, Douglas Fir, Huckleberries and Oregon Myrtle. 

She explained that the SOD Program here in Oregon consists of five components: Survey and detection; Limitation of infected sites; Treatment of those infected sites; Monitoring and research; as well as Regulation and Education. 
Survey and detection efforts are threefold. We do multiple aerial surveys every year, as well as ground surveys, and we also monitor the stream courses for detection of spores. In aerial surveys we individually GPS mark red coloring in tanoaks and then ground check them to see if it is caused by SOD. We are also doing ground-based transect surveys to provide a good early detection tool, because we are finding the green tanoak trees that are out there are infected but have these cankers so we are finding it before the tree actually dies. These transect surveys are highly effective for early detection however they are time-consuming and costly. A two person crew can do about 40 acres/day. Another use for this transect survey is when we do disease-free certifications for timber sales in the area. Which is also needed for the quarantine rules that we have in place. We also bait the streams with mesh bags of tanoak and myrtle leaves and float them in these different water courses within the quarantine and outside the quarantine area to monitor for spores. So any SOD spores that are forming in the canopy of a tanoak which typically get washed down into the streams, can be picked up with those leaf baits. All of our diagnostic work is done by Oregon State University through the Forest Pathology Lab down there. 

Once we find an infected tree we delimit the area and then set a treatment buffer. So our treatment buffer is in between 50 to 300 feet and recently as small as 20 feet and so what we are doing in these treatment buffers is we are doing host removal in those areas. So a 300 foot buffer for one infected tree equates to about 6 acres of tanoak removal in that area. They will hack and squirt the tanoaks that first round and will go in and cut, pile and burn the tanoak in that area. We have in some cases, gone up to a 600 buffer, which is about 26 acres for one infected tree. We will sometimes also cut down the rhododendron and huckleberry and myrtle which adds to the expense for labor. It costs anywhere from $3000 to $5000/acre. There is currently is no cost to private landowners where treatment is required by the quarantine rule. So ODF bears the cost of that treatment. Neither is compensation is given to landowners for the removal of their trees. We know that if treatments are done promptly and at the correct buffer size that we can have effective treatment.  

In 2012 the Oregon Dept. of Agriculture with the other core members of the science team, such as ODF, USFS and OSU switched the SOD in Oregon Program to a ‘Slow the Spread Program’ and designated an area just north of the town of Brookings as generally infested where treatment is no longer required under the quarantine rule. Under that scenario with no treatment we are seeing 80 to 100% mortality.  

Phytophthora ramorum has been introduced into Oregon in 1998 from infected nursery stock from California. The most recent introduction in 2015 we found was a new more virulent strain European lineage (EU1) strain to the Pistol River area. In 2015 our aerial survey detected a single infected tanoak about ½ mile north of previously infected and closed nursery and after genetic testing at OSU it revealed that it was a different lineage than we had previously detected in Oregon forests. Previously we only had the NA1 or North American lineage infecting our tanoaks. This was the first report of the EU1 strain in U.S. forests. In Europe this lineage is damaging to conifers so we are now working with OSU to do some more testing on this lineage to compare it to the N.A. lineage. In 2016 we detected 25 trees about ¼ mile south of that 2015 infestation and since then we have been picking up more in the area. The plan is to do 600 foot buffers around all these newly detected trees to try and eradicate this EU1 pathogen. In the U.K. they have seen damage on the Douglas-fir, Western Hemlock, Grand-fir, Noble-fir, Port Orford Cedar from the EU1 strain and they see damage in Doug-fir up to 40 years old as well as girdling cankers.  

So the outlook for 2017 is as Lena mentioned earlier, pretty positive since the SOD program did receive an additional $450,000 in treatment funds to treat our EU1 infestation. Currently we only have one full time SOD forester in Brookings, but with the hiring freeze over we are in the process of rehiring our other forester position down there. So far we have detected 22 new infestations within the quarantine area. The quarantine is administered by the Oregon Dept. of Agriculture. The SOD Quarantine restricts the movement of host material such as tanoak from outside of the quarantine area or any infested known sites. If people do want to harvest tanoak in the area they have to request a special permit from ODA and they have to work with us to do these free surveys to get certified to say that their tanoak is disease-free and can be harvested. We work very closely with the large private industrial landowner down there to ensure they are following best management practices when harvesting other conifer species as well. There is a considerable risk to other oak species across the U.S. And in the pathogen lab testing quite a few of the eastern oak species are highly susceptible to SOD. So we have a robust program for both our forest and nursery industry here in Oregon, to protect that resource. We also want to make sure we do not lose any domestic or international markets because of SOD in Oregon.  We have been awarded some additional funds from the Forest Service to work on EU1. 

Tucker observed that it is a good message on the impacts of invasive species. SOD is one example of what can happen when something hits us, it takes a while to figure out what it is, and really how fast it can grow. Our Forest Health team and Invasive Species Coordinator are busy trying to head off other invasives from gaining a foothold in Oregon forests.  

Community Forest Program Updates – Amy Singh, ODF Forest Legacy Coordinator 
Singh reported that the Miller Tree Farm Project in the City of Bend is still our current in progress Community Forest Project hoping to close by the end of this month. Part of that will depend on funding from the Forest Service coming over but it shall be soon. That will be another project we have completed under that program. Still in the Forest Service’s region the NW has been performing pretty well with that program. We did not submit any projects this last application cycle so once this project completes we won’t have any other projects to be tracking. That was all she had to report.  

*Approval of Committee Minutes from January and March 2017 continued…
Tucker re-opened the Approval of the Minutes as the members had been provided with corrected copies. She asked again if there were any other edits or additions. None offered she asked for a Motion to Approve. Courter: Motioned for Approval as presented, Jim James Seconded the Motion. All were in favor for approving the Committee Minutes from May and January 2017. 

 Roundtable-Partner Updates
· Scott Hayes announced the Oregon Tree Farm System will be having their annual meeting on October 21st at the Oregon Gardens. So it is a change in venue for what we have been doing for many decades. It’s on a Saturday and we are hoping to get a good dinner. I think Dick Courter is there and can update us on the Tree Farmer of the Year nominations. I think we have 9 this year, the winner will be announced at the Annual Meeting. 

· Clint Bentz had nothing substantive to add but noted that it was great hearing about the response to OTAC. He was interested to see what follow up occurs from that. 

· Brad Siemens having previously noted the fair amount of uncertainty in the Federal government which it seems will be ongoing for a while. He announced that after being gone in an extreme teleworking environment for two years he is back here permanently and will be attending regularly in person. He noted that they did get authority to do a lot of hiring after the freeze was lifted. Two positions are in State and Private Forestry, one our Budget Administration. Their Biomass Utilization Specialist will be retiring the end of next month so we will be able to pursue filling that position as well. Otherwise, yeah, fires, eclipse, same story. A lot of work with that too.  

· Candice Polisky had nothing further to add from State and Private Forestry.

· Misty Seaboldt reported that the Conservation Stewardship Program (CSP) is going on right now and is awesome. It’s not a new program. It’s an old program that they re-did but gave it the same name, so it really is a new program. The program allows forestry land owners to apply for it. It takes a lot of effort to get in, and it’s not much money per acre, but is available. She also reported that NRCS is losing foresters across this region like crazy as a result of retirements and they aren’t planning on backfilling those positions. She announced she will be moving on as well to a Resource Conservationist position back in the field where she prefers to be. A personal move closer to family. She thanked the committee and expressed her appreciation. She indicated that there wouldn’t be a NRCS forester in Oregon in the near future. NRCS is running lean at this point and forestry hasn’t been a priority of the Service. She responded to questions by reporting that NRCS is shifting away from technical support in forestry and are attempting to get an agreement in place but matching up priorities with California isn’t boding well. The National Forester is retiring as well. 

Tucker added that our Technical Assistance Agreements with NRCS for the field work are firmly in place and moving forward. The field relationships are solid here in Oregon on the ground...She noted that Misty was key in developing the forestry relationship with NRCS and that effort was recognized nationally. 
 
· CalLee Davenport offered that one of the projects USFWS has been involved in with NRCS and OWEB is the Ashland Forest Resiliency Project and it’s kind of getting to a fever pitch. An All Lands/All Hands approach, Forest Service lands, Joint Chiefs. 
 
· Rod Krahmer shared that ODFW in a similar situation to Forestry came through the budget process pretty well. But of interest perhaps to private forest landowners, their Western Oregon Stream Restoration Program was slated to be cut. But they did get that back. They have been really pleased with the amount of support that we’ve got from private industry and landowners on that program so that’s going to continue to move forward. The hiring freeze is over and we are seeing a lot of turnover in our Agency so it’s going to be an effort right now to kind of put some people back in place and you’ll see quite a bit of musical chairs for a little bit till we get things settled. Wolves are in the news as always. They are planning some Cougar rule revisions right now. 

· Kelley Beamer reported out that the Oregon Land Trust has been part of crafting programs such as the Oregon Agricultural Heritage Program that was put together with the Nature Conservancy, Oregon Cattlemen, Oregon Farm Bureau, Sustainable NW and OWEB. It was started by a Governor’s Work Group and they got the program passed in the last Legislative session, so it was codified. There was some funding from OWEB to help support a work group. This is to provide voluntary conservation tools for private landowners on farms and ranchlands. It’s a match to a similar program run by NRCS called Agricultural Land Easement Program for ag lands. And there are some parallels to the efforts on forestland. The big picture here in Oregon is that 2/3rds of our farms and ranches are going to change hands in the next twenty years. That’s 10 million acres. And so we are looking at a major land transfer. We are looking at a generational transfer and conservation partners and all of you are partners that need to be thinking about this. On a second note, the COLT is doing 3 summer tours; one I think would be really neat for folks that are interested so looking at rural conservation easements and protecting working forests and ecological benefits which will be hosted on August 30th on the Mt. Crest Forest in southern Oregon. If any members are interested, please contact her. Judd Parsons is the landowner and will talk about how the easement helps him meet his personal goals for managing the property and ensures that it stays intact. 

· Dan Logan reported from the private landowner aspect the weather has killed a lot of seedlings this year. On the plus side, the log market this year was quite a bit better than last year. 

· Morgan Holen offered that Oregon Community Trees last met in June. She reported on their Annual Conference at the World Forestry Center with their largest attendance ever. Their Quarterly Board Meeting was the following day in the City of Beaverton. They have a community forestry program and a city arborist and the City does a lot to manage and maintain their street trees in Beaverton. In September their Board will have an overnight retreat in the Bend area in conjunction with their Board Meeting and Tour. Then the end of the year meeting in December will be down in Corvallis. 

· Dick Courter (ACF) reported that the National Director of the Association is retiring in 2018 after almost 20 years. So the National Office committee is actively pursuing a replacement and they are serious about moving the National Office out of Alexandria and plan to chose a municipality close to whoever they select as Director.  He offered that if you know anyone or yourself that is interested he would be happy to help you get in touch with them.  They would like to find someone that would be interesting in serving in the long term (10 -20 years) Ideally, they are looking for someone who has had some association management experience with accounting, bookkeeping, and educational experience, has managed Event Planning, (as we always have an Annual National Meeting) and obviously for a person to have some journalistic and editorial skills because of all the publications that the office puts out. They would like to have a letter, a simple letter of application with current resume by August 25th of this month. So it’s kind of a tight turnaround to get introduced to the candidates. It would be nice to have the office in Oregon or Washington!

· Gary Jensen reported that the Soil and Water Conservation Commission/Oregon Dept. of Ag. have their quarterly meeting in Central Point on Thursday. The Commission will be taking in some of the Jackson County projects that have been worked on down there for water as well as Oak Restoration Projects which is one of the interesting points today with NRCS calling Oak Restoration. 

· Jim James reported that OSWA’s Annual Meeting was last June.  He put in a plug for the October 21st Annual Oregon Tree Farm System Meeting where they will announce the Outstanding Tree Farmer of the Year.  

· Eric Hartstein wanted to acknowledge the presentation that Lena and Kyle gave at OWEB’s Board Meeting a couple of weeks ago. And also Kellie provided a presentation as well. Katie Morrison from the Dept. of Forestry came to speak on forest collaboratives and the Board approved a grant program for Forest Collaboratives for the biennium for $500,000 dollars. And in addition, the approved FIP Focused Investment Partnership Program, granted the Ashland project 2.3 or .4 million dollars for this current biennium. The solicitation for the 2019-2021 FIP implementation will begin in January. So look for some announcements soon for that.   

Next Meeting Details and Closing Comments
Tucker made a final reminder of the Committee’s next key dates. August 18th Amy will be sending you the materials for your review and scoring of both of the projects that were presented to you today. She is asking that by the close of business August 24th submit your project scoring sheets back to Amy. Then August 28th, should all be on your calendars, from 9am to 11am for a Monday conference call. It will be a discussion on the results of our scoring exercise and looking for the final recommendation for this committee to make to ODF on which projects to push forward.  
Adjourned. 3:12pm.
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