
For the best experience, open this PDF portfolio in
 
Acrobat X or Adobe Reader X, or later.
 

Get Adobe Reader Now! 

http://www.adobe.com/go/reader




From: Tveten, Richard K (DFW)
To: mcomisky@amforest.org
Cc: Wood, Lisa (DFW)
Subject: Management strategy comments
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 7:30:03 AM


Matt,
Thank you for your comments regarding the Draft Management Strategy for WDFW Forests on
 behalf of the American Forest Resource Council.  We really appreciate it.  In your letter you
 expressed a couple concerns.  Below are responses to those concerns.
 
Concern #1:  Using accessibility as the third step to determine viability of the areas for treatment
Response:  We understand your concern for not wanting to exclude areas based on lack of
 accessibility.  Please note that the document does not prohibit building access.  It only states that
 we wil exclude areas where we determine that building access is unrealistic or undesirable.  You’re
 right in that economic viability changes over time.  As forest restoration/habitat maintenance
 projects largely focus on removing smaller trees of lesser value, however, we don’t anticipate that
 many areas would move back and forth  between unrealistic and realistic when it comes to access. 
 Also, we have such great needs in readily accessible areas that we can focus on them for many,
 many years to come.  Perhaps we can shift focus if/when we have fully addressed readily
 accessible areas.   
 
Concern #2:  Define or explain “interdisciplinary input”.
Response: Per policy, agency projects are reviewed by internal “interdisciplinary teams”.  The
 purpose of the interdisciplinary team is to make sure that all agency disciplines are considered
 early on in the project in order to maximize benefits and minimize undesirable impacts.  The
 interdisciplinary team associated with a forest manager project may include the local habitat
 biologist and agency experts on fish, deer/elk, endangered species etc.  in addition to the wildlife
 area manager and the forester. 
 
Concern #3: Tone regarding previous forest management as degrading or harming lands now under
 WDFW management.
Response:  I understand your view that things could be viewed as simply “different” when different
 land owners have different management goals.   While it is true that some stands have been
 greatly “improved” when viewed  with a commercial forestry perspective (even age monocultures
 of economically valuable tree species) many of the stands that WDFW has acquired have been
 temporarily “degraded” when viewed from a wildlife habitat perspective (structurally complex old
 growth forests converted to even age monocultures) which is the perspective of this document. 
  Nevertheless, I will take another look at the tone and terms used in the document.  
 
Richard Tveten
Restoration Ecologist
Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife
360-902-2367
richard.tveten@dfw.wa.gov
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