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These are concerns we’ve heard from various folks around the Region.  Will try to 
address in the presentation 
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Began development in 1998 
First version was in 2002 
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Replaced Thomas “Wildlife Habitat in the Blue Mountains” 
LRMP S&Gs were based on the BP model from the snag chapter in this publication 

6 



7 



8 



9 



Appeals data from last 3 years 
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The Eastside Screen implementation memo specifically mentions DecAID … though 
doesn’t require its use. 
 
• existing credible scientific evidence 40 CFR 1502.22 
• scientific integrity 40 CFR 1502.24 
• Data quality act - section 515 of the Treasury and General Government 

Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106–554; H.R. 5658). Section 
515 directs the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) to issue government-wide 
guidelines that ‘‘provide policy and procedural guidance to Federal agencies for 
ensuring and maximizing the quality, objectivity, utility, and integrity of information 
(including statistical information) disseminated by Federal agencies.  
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There is an incredible amount of information on the DecAID web site 
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Because there is so much information on the web site, an implementation team was 
put together to develop guidance in using the information in DecAID 
Team members included regional, forest, and district-level folks; also included USFWS 
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 Click on each analysis method for a step by step guide showing how to do it.  There is 
a similar table for salvage/stand-replacing events 
 
After years of using DecAID to assess dead wood habitat, the Implementation Team 
recommends using a Distribution Analysis as a basis for the effects analysis. 
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When you finish your distribution analysis you will key in on those densities with large 
differences between reference and current 
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Many folks are concerned about using “unharvested plots” as reference conditions, so 
explored other published estimates of historical dead wood – link to paper in green 
box 
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DecAID is similar or below other estimates (and a distribution range rather than one 
point) 
 
Agee 2002- 30 inches  
Harrod et al. 1998 - 6"  
Korol et al. 2002 - 20 inches  
Youngblood et al. 2004 - 24 inches 
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This analysis justifies using the unharvested plot information as references conditions  
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The inventory data uses FIA and CVS data that was designed to be statistically reliable 
at the Forest scale therefore a landscape approach (12,800 ac or greater per habitat 
type) is necessary when using these data. 
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We can interpret from this chart: 
1. much of our current landscape (>20” snags in MMC habitat) is either not providing 

snag habitat or snag habitat at the <2/ac density than what we could expect 
historically.   

2. that the highest snag densities (>10/ac) are relatively rare on the landscape 
currently and historically.   

3. The 2-10 snags/ac densities is noticeably below what would be expected 
historically 
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A brief explanation of what a tolerance level is:  the wildlife ones are normally 
distributed where the 50% level represents the AVERAGE; the inventory ones are 
skewed and the 50% level represents the MEDIAN. 
 
What these graphs are saying: that although high density of snags are rare (curve at 
bottom) they are important to pileated woodpecker populations (upper graph).  
 
segue nicely into next slide that expands on this. 
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EXAMPLE: Wildlife tolerance levels compared to distribution analysis from vegetation 
inventory data … 50% TL represents the average but some species will need some 
areas at 80% (pileated woodpecker MIS) depending on other project objectives. The 
right hand side of the graph represents densities attained through stand-replacing 
event (also indicated in the pink “post-fire” boxes) 
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FVS-FFE = Forest Vegetation Simulator – Fire and Fuels Extension 
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Don’t need to run for every project – do some representative runs for similar 
treatments in similar vegetation types 
 
Any treatment you use in the stand, whether you remove snags or not, influences its 
ability to produce new snags.  “Capturing mortality” and creating a healthier stand 
(e.g. by managing below the upper mgmt zones). Need to provide snags throughout 
the “rotation” as per forest plan (i.e. green tree replacements). 
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This is a treatment within ponderosa pine/lodgepole pine stand.  Thinning and then an 
underburn. 
 
6 stands were used as examples to model with FVS over 5 decades 
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These are the types of discussions you should have in your analysis after going through 
the steps in the Implementation Guide. 
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