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PROPOSED AGEMNDA

1:00—1:20

(25 meinr)

Welcome, Introductions, Agenda Overview
* Introductions
*  Agenda overnew
*  Quick remew — where we have been and whese we afe pong
* TUpdates from the FPC process

1:20 - 2:00

(45 mzinr)

Owernew of Updated Modeling Run (v 1.2) and Benchmarlang Runs
*  Overmew of latest modelng
*  Overnew of benchmasking results (wedediny 2 msaimize one or sore ontoome pemic)
*  Current thinkme about a cultumlly sipnificant plant metnc
*  SAC mput goestions, concesns and dizcuzson

200 — 2:30

(35 meinr)

Q&A with COF Dean Deluca
* Juestions, concerns and dizcuzsion

2:30 — 2:40

(15 seinr)
h

Break

2:40 - 310

(35 meinr)

Owerview of Budget for McDonald-Dunn Research Forests
* Buodget overmew

*  SAC mput goestions, concesns and dizcuzson

3:10 = 350

(45 mzinr)

Additonal SAC Input and Dhscussion
* Additonal questions reparding modeling, benchmarking, forest operations, bodest
*  SAC mput and concerns reparding future modelng and benchmarnng

¢ SAC members’ desred /ideal outeomes for the MeDonald-Dienn forests and the FAIP

350 — 4:00 Mext Steps and Timelines
{10 smiis) + Additonal modeling

*  5AC and commumity inpuot
4:00 Adjourn
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MCDONALD-DUNN RESEARCH FOREST PLANNING PROCESS

The OSU College of Forestry is developing a new management plan for the McDonald and Dunn Research Forests, which is anticipated to be ready for implementation in 2025. The new research forest plan will reflect the college's
diverse values, and will position the McDonald-Dunn Research Forest to be @ model example of multiple value forest management. Management decisions and activities on the McDonald-Dunn Research Forest will be driven by
research agendas, education and demonstration opportunities, and considerations of an inclusive balance of forest uses and values. The full intent of the research forests is described in the Vision, Mission, and Goals.

The plan is being crafted with input from diverse voices. Two committees, comprised of 23 individuals total, have been providing input throughout the planning process. One group, the Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) is
rmade up of individuals external to the university with representation from Tribal natural resource managers, state and local agencies, NGOs, private industry, and forest neighbors, and another group, the Faculty Planning
Committee (FPC), has representation from 5 academic departments acrass 05U, providing expertise on all aspects of forest management. Members of the Stakeholder Advisory Committes and Faculty Planning Committes

Research forest staff are not members of the SAC or FPC, but are involved in discussions as needed, as technical resources. They serve in an ex-officio capacity.
The dean of the Callege of Forestry will make all final decisions regarding the new research forest management plan.

0Once a plan has been adopted, a Research Forest Technical Advisory Committee will be formed. This committee will provide an avenue for research forest staff to seek guidance on various forest management issues that arise during
the implementation of the new forest plan, review annual reports, consider exceptions ta land allocation designatians, and work with the dean to appoint additional committees and task forces as needed.

The process of developing the new management plan will involve opportunities for public input, including two Community Listening Sessions to gather information on aspirations and concerns of forest users early in the planning
process, two Community Input Sessions to gather input on forest land allocation decisions late in the planning process, 8 webform through which written comments can be provided, and an email to which written questions can be
sent. We usuzlly respond within 14 days.



UPCOMING MEETINGS & EVENTS

« Sepd 25, 2024, 1-dpin, Stakeholder Advisory Committee Meeling [open Lo the public Lo lE1en remately through Zoom but nol comment; video recording will be posted anline alver the meeting)
Zoom link: hilps s us /W EEE01 TTRZTO

s 0o 3, 2024, 12-1pm, Facultyy Manning Commitles Meating (open Lo the public w Ewen remolely threugh Zoom bul not comment; video recording will be pedted online aler the meeting)
Zoom link: hups.oreponstate. coom.us/j/95431 820037 fpwd -CEUh:LyALST pld Gob Ok THUjbwiyid. 1

PAST MEETINGS & EVENTS

5t Advisory C tee (SAC): This commitles engages a broad and diverse array of weices and perspectives in the planning process. The primary role of the SAC is Lo provide recommendations regarding Lhe balance of farest uses, values and management praclices and helps to ensure Lhat broader
stakeholder and public input & understood and refleced. SAC members are requested Lo share concerns and aspirations regarding Lhe management of the foresis o contribule 1o communily expectations being undersiood by College of Forestry leaders and will be rellected in the alternative Scenarios Lo be
developed and evaluated during the management planning process. The SAC is not a decidion-making body, but will work in Landem with the FPC o infodm the developrment of & new managenment plan thal will ultimately be reviewed and approved by the College of Forestry Doecutive Committee and Dean.

& June 3, 2024, SAC Meeting (agenda, presantation, video recarding}

& Jan. 30, 2024, SAC Meeting (agenda, presentation)

& Apr, 13, 2023, SAC Meeting (agenda, presentation 1, presentation 2, video recarding, mesting sum
# Mar. 27, 2023, SAC and FPC Jaint Field Tour

& Mar. 1, 2023, SAC Meeating (agenda, presentation, wided recordmg, maeling summary}

s Feb. 25, 2023, SAC and FPC Jeint Feld Tauwr

= Jan. 18, 2023, SAC Meeting (agenda, presentation, sideds recording, meeling surmmary)

= Dec. 13, 2022, SAC Meeting (agenda, video recarding, mestin 140y]

= Dec. 5, 2022, SAC Meeting (agenda, presenLalio @eling Surnmary)

& Sept M, 2027, SAC Meeing (apenda, presentation, video recording, meeting summary)

& Aug 30, 2022, SAC Meeting [apenda, presentation EElEE Summary]

# June 14, 2022, SAC and FPC poinl KickolT Meeting (2

AU

dea recording,

ing Surnmary)

da, wided,

Faculty Planning Committes (FPC) This commilles grovides wechnical inpul related 1o the forest management plan, Members will help develag the new dralt plan, independently assess modeled management Scenanas, réview various porlions of the drall plan, helg contribule 1@ pubic inpul being evaluated and
considerad in Lhe lorest management planning prodess, and prawide inpul on Lhe implementation agproach and communicalion strategies o lang-Lerm engagement and accountability.

Sepd 16, 2024, FPC Meeting [agenda,
May 30, 2024, FPC Meeting [agenda, presental . FHEELInE Sumimary}
Faub. 22, 2024, FPC Meeling (apenda, presentation, video recarding, meeling summary}
Jan. 25, 2024, FPC Meeting (apenda, presentation, video recording, mesting sumimary]
Dec. 12, 2023, FPC meeting [agenda, presemtation, video recordi g Sumemary)
Movw. 28, 2023, FPC meeting (agenda, presentalion,
Mow. 14, 2023, FPC meeting (agenda, presentalion,
O 31, 2023, FPC meeting (agenda, presentalion, video recar
Oc 17, 2023, FPC meeting Lagenda, presentation, sideo recording, mesling surmmas \-]
June 12, 2023, FPC Meeting (agenda, precentation, video recardin,
May 1, 2023, FPC Meeting (agenda, presentation, video recording,
Apr. 17, 2023, FPC Meeting (apenda, presentation, video recarding, mesting summary)
Mar. 27, 2023, SAC anad FPC Joint Field Tour

Mar. 20, 2023, FPC Meeting (agenda, presentation, video recording, mesling Surmmary)
Mar. &, 2023, FPC Meeting (22, &, presentalion, video recarding, Mgt
Feh. 25, 2023, SAC and FPC Jeint Feld Tawr

Feb. 20, 2023, PPC Meeling (agenda, presentation, videa recarding,
Feb. & 2023, FPC Meeting (agenda, precentation, wdeo recordg
Jan. 23, 2023, FPC Meeting (apenda, precentation, video record
Dec. 20, 2022, FPC Meating (agenda, pressntation
Dec. 6, 2022, FPC Meeting (apenda, presentation, video recarding, ary] - Ramarks made by an individual during the Dec. & Facully Planning Committee meating do not reflect the values of the university ar the Caollege of Forestry, or our shared cammitrment Lo respectiul decussion and
engagement. The College appreciates all input Being provided n plannmg the Muture of the McDanald-Dunn Research Farests and is cormmilled Lo lEtening o and censidering all peripedives with respedl. An apalopy Tor Lhese remarks was made during the Stakeholder Advisory Cammillee meeling on Dec 13,
Maw. 22, 2022, FPC Meeting (agenda, presentalion, wdes recording
OdL 25, 2022, FPC Meeting (agenda, presenlalion, vide
s Oct 11, 2022, FPC Mesting (agenda, presentalion, vided recordir
Sepl_ 16, 2022, FPC Meeling (agenda, prese
o June 14, 2022, SAC and FPC Joint KickolT Meeting (2genda,

precen Lation, videad recording)

b, wiched Feeor

| MEElIng Sumimary]

reeling Surmary}

Community Input and Listening Sessions

& June 5, 2024, Cammunity Input Session {(presentalion, video recording, addilional material) - Thamk pow for powr comments and feedback & the Community iput Session. A Q&A moluding the guestions received during the session is
& Mar. 21 & 22, 2023, Academic User Lislening Ses5ions [apen [BrumSJ

& Maw. 7, 2022, Commamily Lislening Session (ggenda, presentalion,
= Aug. 31, 2022, Cormmunity Listening Session [apenda, presentation

MELling sumrmary)
any]

SUBMIT YOUR COMMENTS SUBMIT YOUR QUESTIONS STAY COMMNECTED

READ PLBLIC COMMENTS HIETORIC DOCUMENTS - MCOOMALD-OL NN RESEARCH FOREST PLANMING 2004-PRESENT FAQ ABOUT THE RESEARCH FORESTS




Search in Comment Field

Name

ANonymous

Anonymous

Anonymous

Date

07/26/2024

07072024

06/16/2024

READ PUBLIC COMMENTS

o JE

Comment

| am concerned about certain aspects of the first round of forest modeling dealing with biodiversity.

First, and mast concerning, is the rough data which inexplicably shows that INCREASING specific habitat for red tree voles and amphibians will result in 8 DECREASE
not inspire confidence in the other numbers that do not exhibit such a flagrant violation of logic.

Second, why are there no plant species considered in the biodiversity modeling? There is no mention of understory plants at all. The forest is more than just trees; tt
If managed properly, the McDonald-Dunn can become a refuge fior threatened or rare species of plants, induding those of cultural importance to local tribes.

Third, | wonder if there is any attempt made to classify various species according to their population status or ecological benefit. While certain management regimes
not matter what those species are? We should manage it to prioritize habitat for native, threatened, and under-represented species of all taxa.

Electric bikes and hower boards are ruining the experience of hiking and mountain biking in McDonald Forest. They are noisy and the people riding them seem think
or hoverboard. If they are allowed there will be no way to contral them. The forest will become a maotarcycle park.

Last Friday (June 14, 2024} | saw a closure sign for the Woodpecker Phase 1 logging project. The sign was posted at the 500 Road gate. | hike there weekly and this wi
Maore advance notice sure would have been nice. | am writing to ask you to relocate the approximately 600-foot-long strip of Woodpecker 1 boundary that is immedi
proceeding uphill. Please shift that section of the Woodpecker 1 boundary far enough away from the trail that the resulting logging operations do not become appar
Creek uphill from Cronemiller Lake is an exceedingly important stretch of trail for me. For two reasons. Reason 1. To regain cardiac fitness, | have climbed Peavy Pea
section of the Section 36 trail to wind down and appreciate the beauty of this older forest. Logging boundaries that are immediately adjacent to the trail will likely re:
The forest trail uphill along Calloway Creek is one of the very few good options that enthusiasts have for hiking in an old forest stand near Corvallis. <= You have alre
uphill after the first 600 feet. Presumably this is because the trail enters a portion of 8 mature forest reserve here. | would prefer you cut more trees elsewhere in th
of this trail. Reasaon 2. In the early 1990s | was a founding member and 1-year president of the Native Yew Conservation Council (NYCC). We advocated among all inte
source of the compound entailed stripping the bark from ancient yew trees. Qur efforts hastened the efforts of Bristol Myers Squibb and Weyerhaeuser to source T:
MYCC, | witnessed large-scale harvesting of yew trees, especdially old ones. This pertains to my input because Calloway Creek should really be named “Yew Creek.” [n

populations of yew trees as dense and varied as that along this stretch of creek and trail. | have counted owver 100 yew trees and some specimens are likely hundred:
operations, | implore you to avoid cutting any yew trees in your [ogging operations. Oh yes, and possibly one more pertinent request, if needed. Although the Woodj
proposed logging boundaries, please don't fell the huge Douglas-fir wolf tree located just uphill from Cronemiller Lake.



McDonald-Dunn Research Forest Management Planning Process

Phase |: Information gathering, Discussions, Assessment of former FMP

Inventory of CoF Community Listening Stakeholder Advisory Faculty Planning Comment / Question

Fifife] e Academic Use Session | Committee Meetings ~ Committee Meetings Submission

Phase lI: Synthesizing, Modeling, Writing, Refining

Stakeholder Advisory Faculty Planning Community Listening Academic User Community Input Comment / Question
Committee Meetings Committee Meetings Session |l Listening Session Sessions | & I Submission

Phase lll: Finalizing

Draft to Dean & Forestry
Draft to FPC for review Draft to SAC for review Draft to public for review Executive Committee for ForzztpTO?/r;?%?rBeergnplan

review
|



Anticipated Steps

modeling

Round
I 0 I o
modeling

FPC CIS

Round 1
l!!!!i!!
/ \

Draft for SAC _ Draft for FPC Writing Degn's ﬁnall
e to review scenario selection

Public review l . ) Draft final plan Final plan released and
period REvISions reviewed by Dean implementation begins




What conditions do we intend
to create on the forest?



Recap: 5 ‘Forest Management Strategies’ for the new plan

A. Even-aged, short rotation
B. Even-aged, long rotation
C. Multi-aged, multi-species
D. Managed reserves

E. Ecosystems of concern (oak woodlands, meadows, riparian)




Recap: Overview of each ‘Management Strategy’

Even-aged Even-aged Multi-aged Ecosystems of
short rotation long rotation multi-species Managed reserves CONCEern
Overview Even-aged Even-aged forests Multi-aged, mixed- These areas will be held Restoration and
plantations of of Douglas-fir [or species forests of and conserved cutside maintenance activities
Douglas-fir (or other climatic- primarily Douglas-fir | the management base will be undertaken in
other climatic- appropriate species | will be established using only a light touch native oak
appropriate species | and genetic stock) and managed using when needed to savanna/woodlands,
and genetic stock) will be established | shelferwood-with- promeote and maintain meadows, and
will be established and managed to residuals, group- historical older-forest riparian/aquatic
and managed to be | provide older selection, and varigble | structural and systems. Two
financially forest conditions retention compositional diversity strategies will be
competitive by and produce high- regeneration for a variety of values, employed:
maximizing yields guality wood for harvests to create and provide for public # retain and conserve
of wood products domestic mills. heterogeneity in safety. Forest succession the maost at-risk and
valuable for Clearcut harvests openings, regenerate | and developmental highest value
domestic mills. will not exceed 40 new age classes of processes following components of
Clearcut harvests acres (with limited | trees, and maintain natural disturbances will ecological and
will not exceed 80 exceptions due to structural diversity proceed with little cultural diversitv,
acres (with limited | large-scale for a variety of human intervention. and ’
exceptions due to disturbances). vall_Jes. I'h'[ultiple_ Ar_esl; added to the ® sk intensive efforts
large-scale native tree species existing reserve base 1 ded t
; . ) where needed to
disturbances). will be encouraged. may need more active improve and restore
These harvests will operaticns to promote broader ecological
not exceed 40 acres, tl:ne |:|E_".?E|D[J]'LIE?11.: of and for cultural
historical conditions, functions at specific
sites.




How will the modeling results
help us make decisions?



Recap: Modeling of 5 Scenarios to Evaluate Tradeoffs

i

O

2024

Scenario E
(lots of MR & EOC)

Scenario D
(lots of MAMS)

Scenario C
(lots of EALR)

Scenario B
(lots of EASR)

Scenario A
(baseline)

Proportion

Even-aged, short rotation

Even-aged, long rotation
Multi-aged/multi-species

Managed reserve

Ecosystems of concern

Long term learning + non-forest *

27% 15% 39% 10% 15%
20% 10% 10% 39% 15%
4% 10% 10% 15% 19%
6% 10% 10% 10% 19%
17% 17% 17% 17% 17%

100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

* long-term learning + non-forest = acreage
unavailable for allocation because held for
long-term research or roads, powerlines,

lake, quarry, etc.

m Even-aged, short rotation
m Even-aged, long rotation
m Multi-agedmulti-species
N Managed resernve

N Ecosystems of concem

® Long term learning *

-

)
J

o

(

0
o




Multi-aged
multi-species

™ ™ |
Edits to model input for v1.2
L species forests of
primarily Douglas-fir
will be established
and managed using

shelterwood-with-

 Biodiversity — revisited Multi-aged/Multi-species management strategy cosdugls growe:
. group selection eeonessiion |

- variable retention

- Shelterwood Crown Bulk
Density (C BD}\

 Wildfire resistance —added 3™ element Y <
- canopy bulk density /
> canopy base height

Crown Base
- surface fuel loading Height (CBH)

Even-aged
short rotation

* Even-aged short rotation — adjusted rotation age

Rotation lengths will be
regulated primarily by age

Net revenue... (see next slide) that maximizes net
Rotations will be 30-60,
likely 35-45 years.




Additional investigation of economics

e Assessed impact of log prices

- Modeled with log prices from 2023
- Modeled with/log prices from 2024 (14% reduction)

e Assessed impact of discount rates
- Modeled with 4%
- Modeled with 5%

e Differences in results between discount rates were minimal

* We'll move forward with the conservative log prices and 4% interest rate



How will we assess tradeoffs
among the 5 land allocation
scenarios?

2024




Recap: How will we assess tradeoffs among scenarios?

Forest Value What are we trying to measure?

Habitat suitability of focal taxa (bees, early successional birds, late
successional birds, red tree voles, ungulates, amphibians)

P N

Biodiversity

f
U

Forest carbon Amount of forest carbon (live & dead trees, shrubs, herbs, litter)

Forest products % Volume of timber harvested

-

o Resilience as related to degree of dominance of Douglas-fir
composition

Recreation e -
. 'ﬁ Perceptions of recreationists of aesthetic acceptability y —n
acceptability W
Resilience - ~J
, AAAA Resilience as related to tree density and stand conditions D>
density P S
Resili y .
esliience -
e
[e]

0
o

Revenue - net Total revenue derived from timber less operational expenses

Wildfire .
) ) Degree of resistance to wildfire
resistance ‘

#E;




Recap: Model parameters and constraints

 Modeling occurred at 5-year time steps for 125 years

* Reforestation constraint — any harvested stand must be replanted (except
thinning, ecosystems of concern)

e Cash-flow positivity constraint — revenue within each 5-year period must
equal or exceed expenditures

e Bounded even flow constraint — timber volume can fluctuate no more
than 10% between lowest and highest 5-year periods

* Acreage constraints
- Minimum of 10 acres of oak savanna and meadow must be restored each 5-year period

- Maximum of 750 acres harvested through clearcuts each 5-year period (i.e., <150 acres/year)



Results will be presented 4 ways in next 4 slides

2024 i %2
LAl W @
A Scenario B Scenario C oD Scenario E
i lots of EASR| lots of EALR] lots of MAMS| lots of MR & EOC|

1. Comparison of values across the 5 initial scenarios, S

color-coded to facilitate relative comparisons with ;‘:f“'"°“::::‘:m-vf_v;;wd) o e s _samuar s
the baseline (current conditions) :: .

o | up | M| B | 25
2. Comparison of values across the 5 initial scenarios, e REERE e o RS
color-coded to highlight lowest and highest values —mmeez=" BEE o o oo
for each forest characteristic '

3. Highest possible values for each forest
characteristic to set expectations

4. Scenarios that maximize each of the forest
characteristics




v1.2 Assessing tradeoffs among land allocation scenarios

= Relative comparison with baseline scenario, showing raw numbers & color-coded % change -

Modest increase (10-
50% increase)

T'%ﬁ}
bhil

| IRERRE
il L Lol

Little change (10%
increase — 10%
decrease)

Scenario A Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D Scenario E

Forest Value (baseline) (lots of EASR) (lots of EALR) (lots of MAMS) (lots of MR & EOC) ISR R

50% decrease)

Biodiversity (avg across all taxa) 1.80 1.86 1.83 -
|Forest carbon 770,133T 946,926T 885,224T 1,039,536T 1,117,992T
Forest products (per 1-yr period) 5.5 MMBF 4.1 MMBF 5.1 MMBF 4.2 MMBF 3.8 MMBF
Direct/indirect jobs sustained (per 1-yr period)| ~62 jobs ~46 jobs ~58 jobs ~47 jobs ~43 jobs
Net revenue (per 1-yr period) S1.0M $426K S$812K S550K S$307K
|Recreat|on acceptability 3.42 3.44 3.48 3.58 3.60 ﬁA
|Resi|ience - density 2.87 2.46 2.59 2.68 2.21 \J
|Resi|ience - composition 2.58 2.71 2.54 2.65 2.66 §’B
Wildfire resistance 2.43 2.42 2.43 2.57 2.44 \\-/
e
bees 0.76 0.79 0.80 0.77 0.87 ﬁc
early seral birds 1.16 1.11 1.09 0.99 0.95 g
late seral birds 2.42 2.54 2.49 3.33 3.05 eﬁ
red tree voles 0.65 _ 0.92 0.97 _ N
amphibians 2.93 2.96 2.98 3.46 3.29 ‘E-’
ungulates 2.90 2.68 2.71 3.25 2.81 —




V1 . 2 - lowest and highest values for each metric among 5 scenarios

2
it 3 el
hd e Sina] i

Scenario A Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D Scenario E
(baseline) (lots of EASR) (lots of EALR) (lots of MAMS) (lots of MR & EOC)

2024

Forest Value

Biodiversity - all taxa 1.80 1.86 1.83 2.13

Forest carbon 770,133T 946,926T 885,224T 1,039,536T 1,117,992 T

Forest products (per 1-yr period) 5.5 MMBF 4.1 MMBF 5.1 MMBF 4.2 MMBF 3.8 MMBF
Net revenue (per 1-yr period) $1.0 mil $426K $812K $550K $307K
Recreation acceptability 3.42 3.44 3.48 3.58 3.60

Resilience - density 2.87 2.46
Resilience - composition 2.58
Wildfire resistance 2.43

2.59 2.68 2.21
2.65 2.66

2.44

A
o

Bees 0.76 0.87

ol
"

Early Seral Birds 1.16 0.95 P
LLate Seral Birds 2.42 3.05 e
Red Tree Voles 0.65 1.08 =
IAmphibians 2.93 3.29 P.‘Ey

2.90 2.81

Ungulates




V1 . 2 Be nCh ma rkl ng — maximum values for each metric in any 5-year period, when optimized

Forest Value Highest possible
Biodiversity - all taxa 2.37

Forest carbon 1,239,618 T
Forest products 6.5 MMBF
Net revenue $1.4 mil
Resilience - density 4.04
Resilience - composition 4.48

Wildfire resistance 3.35
Bees 1.60
Early Seral Birds 1.66
Late Seral Birds 4.01
Red Tree Voles 1.39

Amphibians 3.96
Ungulates 4.13




Scenarios that maximize each forest characteristic

Max Resilience- Max Resilience- Max Wildfire
diversity Resistance

>

Max Biodiversi ity

Max Net Rev

&\\2 ‘\P

¢

M Edu+ BEASR ¥ EALR & R M MAMS BEOC B MgdRe

Max Early Seral Birds Max Late Seral Birds Max Red Tree Voles Max Amphibians Max Ungulates




Moving to Round 2 of Modeling

* Four questions:
1. Which of the 5 scenarios do you find most preferable, and why?
2. Which of the 5 scenarios you find least preferable, and why?
2. Which additional scenario would you like to see explored in Round 27
+. What values would you most like to see increased or decreased?




FPC Initial Ideas on
Additional Scenarios to Investigate



Tentative FPC ideas on additional scenarios to model

Scenario G Scenario H Scenario | Scenario J Scenario K Scenario L
(another mix (lots of MR, equal (equal EASR, (lots of (lots of (another mix of
of C&D) EALR & MAMS) EALR, MAMS) MAMS) EALR) C&D)

Scenario F
(mix of C&D)

Even-aged, short rotation

Multi-aged/multi-species

Managed reserve

Ecosystems of concern

17% 17% 17% 17% 17% 17% 17%

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

* long-term learning + non-forest = acreage
unavailable for allocation because held for
long-term research or roads, powerlines,
lake, quarry, etc.




Next Steps



Tentative timeline for upcoming events

Wed, Sept 25 — SAC mtg #10 to decide what to model in Round Il

e Thurs, Oct 3 — FPC mtg #24 to finalize decision on what to model in Round Il

* Oct 4-11 — Round Il modeling

e ~“Oct 16-21 — FPC mtg #25 to discuss Round Il results and weigh in on preferred scenario
e ~Oct 21-28 — SAC mtg #11 to discuss Round Il results and weigh in on preferred scenario

e ~Oct 28-30 — 2" CIS to discuss preferences among scenarios and weigh in on preferred
scenario



Types of Expenses Associated with the McDonald-Dunn Research Forests

Expense Type Explanation

Harvest expenses logging and transportation costs; unit layout; tree marking and cruising; student staffing

Staff salaries staff salaries and benefits

seed acquisition; growing and planting seedlings; site preparation and release; browse protection; slash burning; regeneration surveys;

Forest regeneration student staffing

Forest roads maintenance; repair; student staffing
Forest facilities building maintenance; internet and phones; utilities; cleaning; law enforcement; ODF fire protection; fire waterline repair
Recreation & outreach volunteer program; supplies and equipment; trails and facilities; rentals and leases; outreach and public information; student staffing

Administration office supplies; computers and copiers; legal expenses; appraisal services; consulting; business affairs; forest plan development

student research; faculty research; equipment and supplies
(Note that virtually all expense types underpin research opportunities, e.g., harvest expenses, staff salaries, forest regeneration, etc. are needed to enable research to occur.)

Research support

Inventory & GIS contracting; student staffing

Vehicles operation; maintenance; purchase

Cultural resources surveys of cultural sites and resources

Fire/fuel reduction mastication contracting; herbicide applications; fire suppression equipment
Restoration contracting; project treatments

Wildlife owl surveys; stream and fish surveys




	College Forest Updates:�McDonald & Dunn Forest Management Planning Process
	Slide Number 2
	Slide Number 3
	Slide Number 4
	Slide Number 5
	McDonald-Dunn Research Forest Management Planning Process
	Anticipated Steps
	What conditions do we intend to create on the forest?
	Recap: 5 ‘Forest Management Strategies’ for the new plan
	Slide Number 10
	How will the modeling results help us make decisions? 
	Recap: Modeling of 5 Scenarios to Evaluate Tradeoffs
	Edits to model input for v1.2
	Additional investigation of economics
	How will we assess tradeoffs among the 5 land allocation scenarios?
	Recap: How will we assess tradeoffs among scenarios?�
	Recap: Model parameters and constraints
	Results will be presented 4 ways in next 4 slides
	v1.2 Assessing tradeoffs among land allocation scenarios�- Relative comparison with baseline scenario, showing raw numbers & color-coded % change
	v1.2 - lowest and highest values for each metric among 5 scenarios
	v1.2 Benchmarking – maximum values for each metric in any 5-year period, when optimized
	Scenarios that maximize each forest characteristic
	Moving to Round 2 of Modeling
	FPC Initial Ideas on �Additional Scenarios to Investigate 
	Tentative FPC ideas on additional scenarios to model
	Next Steps
	Tentative timeline for upcoming events
	Types of Expenses Associated with the McDonald-Dunn Research Forests

