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 Q. I like the suggestion of a need for a landscape level species composition,  
 targets and objectives, I was wondering if we can carry that the next step further 
 into landscape level targets for deviation from potential volume?  
 
 A. I would like to go all the way with landscape level main idea. I think that is 
 where we should be doing all of our checking, we shouldn’t be doing this stand-by-
 stand checking of what is out there. We should be developing some stand 
 structures that we want to have out there, how much of them and then we  
 randomly select out of that population to determine how those things are doing, 
 then adjust our models. 
 
 Q. Historically we have done a lot of clear-cut logging and sub-alpine fir has not 
 responded for 7-8 years, are you saying that if we left the dead pine standing that 
 we would get an immediate response as opposed to a delayed response? 
 
 A. That is what my data suggests.  
  
 Comment– Maybe the difference between the dead pine stands and the clear-cuts 
 is that a lot of the dead pine stands are starting to water up, where as in the clear-
 cuts there is a lot more moisture evaporation…..(moves into a question) 
 
 Q. What were the vegetation trends from the burn plots? 
 
 A. The more I look at fire there is a lot of…….(missed some due to change in sound 
 recording)….but is all over the map, depending on how severely it was burned and 
 the abundance of seed sources. It’s a bit like when you herbicide depending what 
 is on the road side and what seed sources are around. 
 
 Q. I was wondering about the delay between event and release? And what was 
 your classification of before and after outbreak? (outbreaks can last on average 10 
 years, this study has not been going that long) 
 
 A. We do whatever we can with the data that we have. We do have 5 ha reserves 
 so I want to do some falling and stem analysis to look at diameter response. 
 
 Q. You said that you threw out your plots that did not have 10 trees/plot because 
 there may be some inter-tree competition that you threw away? 
 
 A. Yes, and in retrospect I am not sure why I did that but I am going to gather 
 that back in. I thought it was a good idea at the time.  
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Craig Delong - continued 
 
 Q. I am also wondering if you saw any inter-tree competition, i.e. those stands had 
 a lot of sub-alpine fir in them, did you see less of a response slower or did you look 
 at any of those dynamics that may be happening or did you pre-select your plots? 
 
 A. The plots were completely randomly selected, there was no pre-selection and as 
 a far as inter-tree competition that is more than I can take on right now but there 
 is the potential for someone else to take it on. 
 
 Q. Where is the higher level discussion of fire as a tool in all of this? 
 
 A. That’s a good question for the fire guy in our region. I have been pushing to use 
 fire as a tool for a long time and it never seems to happen due to the risk factor, 
 smoke factor and so on. It certainly should be used as a tool. 
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