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Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

Alright, so | started recording the meeting.

It is just about 1202 by now, 1201.

| haven't seen anybody else join, so we're going to go ahead and get started.
Wanna thank everybody for joining today.

This is a meeting to talk about Susitna Valley Forest Management plan public
scoping period.

Again, thank you for joining. This meeting is being recorded. And yeah, my name is
Trevor Dobel-Carlsson.

I'm the Statewide Forest Planner and we have a couple of other Division of Forestry
& Fire Protection staff with us today who will be presenting and sharing information.
There'll be plenty of time for questions and answers and discussion after the
presentations. There have been some links dropped in the chat that leads you to.
The project website, handout for today's meeting, and a map. And that website
should have an abundance of information that will help you navigate through this
process.

And please do let us know if you have any trouble accessing any of the links in the
chat.

We will attempt to deliver those materials with alternate means, with a PDF or you
can e-mail us For more information.

So we have with us today presenting we have Stephen Nickel, Mat-Su Southwest
Area Forester.

And we have Geneva Preston, the Statewide Forest Planner, and they can introduce
themselves a little bit further when they give their presentation.

As | said, this meeting is being recorded and there are a variety of ways that you can
give us your input once it is time for that Q&A or discussion period. For those joining



via the teams app, you can type questions into the chat at any point and we will
address them when we when we're able to and we'll have people monitoring the
chat all throughout the meeting depending on who is presenting.

So we we shouldn't miss anything.

You may use the hit the raise hand feature once it is the time for questions and
answers and discussion.

And | should say that if there are a lot of people with their hands raised, we may
inadvertently call on someone who more recently raised their hand.

But if if we skipped you, we will come back and we we will address everybody. For
those of you who called in on the phone, you may have gotten a recorded message
saying to unmute or to raise your hand press *5. That will activate the raise hand.
Feature on our screen, so we'll see that you wish to speak and then we will unmute
you.

You may also receive a recorded message prompting you to unmute, but we should
be able to take care of that on our end and | will reiterate all that when it is time for
the Q&A. So with that, I'm going to turn it over to Steven Nickel, Mat-Su Southwest
area Forester. Stephen:

Nickel, Stephen K (DNR)

All right.

Thank you.

Let me get my my presentation up there running.

Looks like it's coming in there.

So while we're waiting for that hello out there, my name is Stephen Nickel.

I'm the Mat-Su Southwest Area Forester with Alaska Division of Forestry & Fire
Protection.

| oversee our commercial and personal use timber sale programs. | administer the
Forest Resources and Practices Act on State, private, and municipal timber sales.

| also coordinate with the division's fuels program to plan and implement fuels
projects throughout the area and also represent the division as jurisdictional agency
administrator. When we have complex fire events-- Wildfire events.

Sorry, I've been with the division since 20-

Actually been with the area since 2019 and with the division since 2006 in different
capacities.

So with that, I'll just jump right on into the presentation.



And we'll go from there.

So come on, let's advance the slide.

All right.

So.

Gonna give you a little bit of.

A A overview of where we're going today.

Just a quick road map of presentation. | want to give a little bit of a history of the
Susitna Forestry Guidelines, why we're embarking on this revision quest and then
again, how you can be part of the process.

What just happened there?

All right, so let's see here.

What's going on here?

Sorry.

Technical difficulty right off the bat.

Did my presentation just go away, or is it still showing?

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

It went away.

Nickel, Stephen K (DNR)

M Sorry about that.
Let's get all these bugs worked out of the way right off the bat.
All right, so here we go.
Now it's looking a little better apologize for that.
So Long story short, the Susitna Forestry Guidelines direct the management of the
Forest resources, set the standards for timber management and access, and identify
areas for timber sales in the valley.
It is the intent was that it directs the Forest timber management to ensure forest
continues to support the economy and the high quality of life throughout the valley,
with the goal of protecting water quality, wildlife habitat and ensuring that our lands
are managed for multiple uses. These guidelines only apply to state managed lands
where forestry is one of the designated uses and does not apply to the private,
borough, mental health, UAA, or legislatively designated areas.
Think of the Susitna Forestry Guidelines as a tier below the area plans applicable to

forestry operations only on those forest-classified State lands.



So again, they're adopted back in 1991 to the guide the the forest management, of
the State-managed lands in the Valley.

Was largely resulting from some some proposed timber sales in the valley.

And some larger timber sales in the valley and they were developed through an
inclusive collaborative interagency approach with extensive input from other
agencies in the public to balance all the demands that the valley forests see. It was
originally planned, intended to be viable for 10 years, or until a forest management
plan was adopted to supersede the Susitna Forestry Guidelines.

So back in 2009, division of forestry engaged in a revision process.

Division established Citizens Advisory Committee and Interagency Planning team.
And held several meetings between 2009 and 2013, the DNR Department of Natural
Resources and the Mat-Su Borough hosted a series of open houses to gain public
input on the uses and management of state lands and borough lands throughout the
valley.

But that process was never completed.

And the Susitna Forestry Guidelines remain the the the guiding document for forest
operations within the state managed lands.

So Fast forward to today.

Lots changed over the years.

But we still want to maintain that inclusive process like previous efforts.

We want to continue to balance the the demands on the forest. We just want to
make sure that the guidelines reflect the current conditions, demands, and also, while
anticipating you know, the future changes in the valley.

So you know a lot over broadly a lot of the you know the over the years a number of
operators have changed in the in the valley and those that have remained active
have changed and made investments and diversified their operations.

And and you know, added equipment and things to their their operations. And while
those investments can make operations more efficient, efficient, sometimes those
guidelines do not necessarily reflect the current look of the industry and then also
that forest itself has changed due to harvest and then you know continue harvest.
We have a lot break and things like that that have changed the forest considerably.
Again, they were written over 30 years ago.

We've exceeded that lifespan.

The forest has changed.

We've had a spruce beetle outbreak that killed a lot of our white spruce. A lot of our,



you know, easy to recover timber has been has been recovered and you know the
the remaining timber’s further away from the road roadways.

And we just want to make sure that you know we are providing a framework for
management that reflects our current industry look and feel. The plan will also
remove some of the redundancies and streamline some of the rules and allow
management decisions to be made through our site specific Forest Land Use Plans
so some of the the some of the topics that we'll be discussed in those site specific
forest land use plans.

We also want to ensure forest management continues to meet our Alaska's, you
know, constitutional requirement for multiple use and sustain yield balancing timber,
Wildlife habitat, recreation and cultural values, so that basically our use now does not
compromise future generations. And again, this is your forest.

the revision process is designed to incorporate local knowledge, uses, concerns and
ideas from you.

So digging a little bit deeper.

Some of the harvest size restrictions we want to look at those to make sure that we
are reflecting current conditions and operations.

We want to look at some of the some of the language in terms of silvicultural
prescriptions. Those are discussed more in depth in our Forest Land Use Plans and
those are also open to agency and public review.

So we want to keep that process there and some of the other redundancies that
we're looking at too are the water body and wetland setbacks were discussed in the
Susitna Forestry Guidelines.

However, the Forest Resources and Practices Act covers a lot of that now, and we
would like to eliminate some of the redundancies so that we're following, we're
referencing forest practices.

Some of their phasing restrictions and contingencies that were discussed in the
forestry guidelines.

Create some some some hurdles for us and we want to take a look at those and see
if those still make sense or if we can relax some of those, those phasing and
development contingencies referenced in the plan.

Or the Susitna Forestry Guidelines. Some of the things that we want to look at, some
of the the road buffers for Willer Cache specifically push a lot of the timber harvests.
You know, way off the roadways.

So we want to look at that and see if there's, you know, if there's some opportunity



to to make some changes there. And then ultimately we would also like to
incorporate some new updated inventory information.

And.

And we would like to take a look at our annual allowable cut calculations.

And reference those in there as well.

There's some references to visual quality in Susitna Forestry Guidelines that are hard
to quantify, but a lot of that stuff, the visual quality and some of those concerns are
developed in the Forest Land Use Plan or are discussed in the Forest Land Use Plans,
which are also again up for public and agency review.

So let's see.

So again, we've mentioned this before mentioned this:

This is your forest.

You've heard our reasoning and focal points, but this is your forest.

You live, work and play in and around it.

You know it well.

You have an intimate relationship with that forest and a lot of valuable information
that we would like to know. You are the best advocates for your relations with the
forest for how you use it and the concerns that you have.

So we want to hear from you the good, the bad and the ugly.

You know, we inherited this forest.

From previous managers and someday we'll hand it over to a new generation and we
just want to make sure that we are developing a comprehensive plan that
incorporates our local knowledge, meets our multiple use sustained yield mandate.
Continues to support the enhanced recreation opportunities and value habitat values
and meets the current and anticipated industry and their needs and just remains
flexible to adapt and evolve.

As a science, technology and industry changes over the years.

So this is kind of.

Here's how where you can get involved.

We have a couple surveys.

We got an interactive map that QR code will take you to our Susitna Forest
Management Plan website.

There's a survey on forest projects, so that means like timber sales and things like
that that we do on our side of things.

And then recreation and subsistence.



This is how we can collect information from you.

How you use the forest, where you, you know where, where you use, what you use,
how you use it.

Things like that.

And then additionally, there's an interactive map where you can drop a pin on an
area that you use or know or want us to pay special attention to.

Drop a pin in there.

Write a little description.

Things like that that will help us.

Incorporate the knowledge and and experience.

And what you know about the forest?

There's contact information as well.

You have my phone number and e-mail are there. We can take comments that way
as well.

So.

And that's kind of that's my information there and that's what | have for a
presentation.

So I'll turn it over to Geneva unless we've got something else we want to do in the

meantime.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)
No, thank you, Steven.

Next up is Geneva Preston statewide forest planner.

Preston, Geneva S (DNR)

Hi everybody.

I'll turn my camera on just for a minute.

Oh, I'm pretty back lit.

Mom to introduce myself and then I'll get started with a PowerPoint presentation.
My name is Geneva Preston.

I'm the statewide forest planner with the division of Forestry and Fire Protection.

I've been working with the division of forestry for almost six years now.

Like humble beginnings as a field technician, taking forest inventory measurements.
And I'm almost at the end of my second year in this role as Forest Planner, where I'm

helping to facilitate the planning process.



For developing or revising the long term guidance documents for forest
management on state owned lands, so.

Without further ado, I'll turn my camera back off.

And share a little bit of information.

Let's see here about the planning process itself.

So is everybody able to see?

A.

A slide that says Susitna Valley Forest Management Plan.

@ Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

Yes.

43 Nickel, Stephen K (DNR)
Got it.

Preston, Geneva S (DNR)
OK.
Great. Thank you.

So hopefully after the information that Stephen kinda just finished walking us
through, we're all feeling pretty clear that that project we're talking about is the
development of a forest management plan that will replace the Susitna Forestry
Guidelines which were published in 1991.

So Stephen gave us some helpful details about kind of the, what, where and why for
this process.

And I'll spend a few minutes delving into the how so that'll start with an overview of
the phases of plan development and what to expect as this process continues, I'll
spend a little bit of time talking about what your options are for participating in the
planning process as a member of the public. I'll touch a little bit on how we use the
information that is shared with us, and my goal is to keep the majority of the time.
We have left in this meeting open for more of a discussion than a lecture from me.
So our end goal with this project is a forest management plan.

And a forest management plan is meant to be an organized source of guidance for
division of forestry foresters.

And adjudicators, who are the people in the division of mining land and water that

authorize land use applications on state land.



So both of those groups use the forest management plan to help them make
informed decisions about what happens and where it happens on state owned and
managed lands.

So this forest management plan is meant to be a tool that can help keep us from
getting tunnel vision focused on one specific idea and to keep us aligned with the
mission of the division of Forestry and Fire Protection and the mission of DNR as a
whole.

So in our forest management plans, the division of Forestry and Fire Protection
organizes information in the same way that you'll see it lined out in the regional DNR
plans.

The goal there is to keep things consistent across the resources and hopefully make
them a little bit easier to use so you can kind of see that breakdown of information
on the left hand side of this slide.

And this is a little bit obtuse, but I kind of imagine the structure of the forest
management plan like an information funnel.

So in chapter one we start with broad descriptions of the planning area and then as
we progress through the plan in each chapter, we narrow down that information to
some kind of more specific concepts.

So ultimately, a forest management plan is meant to outline the long term intentions
for how State-owned lands and resources are managed.

We want to keep the focus on a balance of many potential uses.

We want to allow for as much flexibility as possible in terms of, like the categories of
projects that are possible on these lands.

And I'm finding in my role as a planner that a lot of times there's concern about the
forest management plan authorizing specific projects.

But we're not at that phase yet. So this management plan will not authorize a project
or an event.

There would be a separate planning process for something like that.

It does not create a state forest.

In in this case, so we write management plans for the lands in our state forest system,
but the the legislature is the only group that can make a decision to create a state
forest. So in this case, it's management information for forest classified lands that are
not legislatively designated.

And to the best of our abilities, a management plan doesn't prohibit uses that are

compatible with the management intent described for a piece of land.



So overall, the goal is that balanced multiple use management on our state owned
lands.

So.

This little graphic is sort of our summary of the planning process.

You can see a couple of the steps here are outlined in green and those ones have
already occurred, so the division has already determined that it's time to publish or
develop a forest management plan.

So that kind of comes with the identify issues stage.

The this project was announced, | believe in this past January.

So we have been in this scoping phase for about 10 months, but we continue to be
open for public input.

And so the planning team internally in DOF, the division of forestry, we're in the early
stages of preparing the draft plan.

So that's the stage that you see outlined in gold here.

That process requires a lot of research and coordinating with other groups. We want
to educate ourselves as much as we can in this process.

And so as we are moving our way through this draft development phase.

Please know that the planning team, we're not just open to input from the public, but
we're counting on you all to share your knowledge with us while we're building this
plan and the information that constitutes this plan.

Once we get our plan into a phase where we feel like it captures the management
goals that we have for this land.

We'll request feedback from other state agencies.

We'll make adjustments based on that feedback and then hopefully,

Later this winter, we'll have a public review of the draft plans so.

Once we make adjustments to reflect the feedback we receive from other
management agencies, then the draft plan would be presented to the public.

And there will be at least 30 days of time for members of the public to read the plan
and submit comments.

And that would lead us into our development of the issue response summary where
we respond to the comments received and then ultimately.

Moving towards submitting the plan to the Commissioner's Office for adoption.

So for folks like me who are very visual, this is kind of another graphic representation
of the information on that last slide.

The black diamonds that are above the Gray line are kind of benchmark events that



the division of forestry and Fire Protection will announce through public notice.
These benchmarks are almost always accompanied by at least one public meeting.
And then below the Gray line, we can see blue bars and those represent the
processes that these events are tied to.

So what | really want to emphasize is that a meeting like this one is not meant to be
your whole representation of the scoping period.

This is more of like a check in for the division to let you all know where we're at,
what we're thinking, and then kind of what that means for you.

So if we look at the relationship between the point for the scoping meeting and the
blue bar for the scoping period, the blue bar that scoping phase extends past the
meeting quite a bit.

So if there's one thing | really hope for you all to take away from this meeting, it's
that the scoping period will not end at 1:30 PM today.

And if you have ideas about topics that you think a management plan should
address, take your time, collect your thoughts and share those thoughts with us.
Which brings us to.

How?

So we have kind of like two major categories of opportunities for public participation
in our planning process.

The first one is the scoping period.

Stephen mentioned we have surveys on our project website.

Oh shoot.

Sorry everyone. Surveys on our project website. We have an interactive map.

You're welcome to use those resources. You're also welcome to use your own words
and submit information through an e-mail to our project e-mail address.

Send a letter to our main office in Anchorage, or, if you're nearby Palmer, stop in and
have a chat with Stephen.

Let him know what you're thinking about, or ask him questions.

When the public Review Draft is released, you'll notice that the kind of format.

That for how to communicate with us is essentially the same list.

So one added piece is that the public review draft that public review period will be
announced through the online public notice system.

But again, when you have your comments developed, share them through e-mail,
send us a letter, pay a visit to Steven in Palmer, or give me a call on the phone.

But because these lists are so similar, | want to make sure to emphasize how these



two periods are different.

So right now in the scoping period, we are still in the process of deciding what the
management plan will say.

And so the information that you all share with us during this period is your
recommendation to the division of Forestry and Fire Protection.

Of topics to consider and topics to elaborate on in our management guidance.

We will not be publishing any kind of like summary or official response to these
comments, but you may see those ideas reflected in the plan language when the
draft is released for public review.

Later, later in the planning process, when the Public Review Draft is released and the
public comment period is open, those comments will be a response to the plan text
that we are proposing is ready to ask the Commissioner to approve.

So the comments that you submit during the public review period will be
summarized and they'll be addressed in a document that we call the issue response
summary, where by topic the division will publish essentially a statement of how the
plan might be adjusted in response to a statement or why we decided not to adjust
the plan language in response to that statement.

So right now in the scoping period, the comments that you submit are more of like a
formative component of our planning process.

Later during review, those comments are a response to the product that we are
working to generate.

So that's all | want to really talk through for now.

| think I'll leave this last slide up for a few minutes at least.

Just so that you all can see contact information all the different ways to get in touch
with us.

But otherwise, Trevor, | will turn it back over to you.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

All right.

Thank you very much, Geneva and Steven for your presentations.

So now we have plenty of time for questions and answers and discussions.

And we have a raised hand.

| will briefly repeat how to raise your hand via teams or raise your hand via the phone
using Star five and then we will unmute you.

So I'm gonna go ahead and.



Unmute.

The raised hand.

You should get a notification.

And your mic is allowed.

So you will now have to unmute yourself if you're on the phone, that might be *6.
Or let's see if | can unmute you.

All right.

Can you, can you?

Do you have a microphone access now?

+19**xxr4x56  30:44

Can you hear me?

Dobell, Trevor (DNR) 30:46

Yes, we've got you.

. +19******x56  30:47
OK.
Thank you very much.
| just wanted to ask this is Becky Long in Talkeetna and one thing | | think it is
important to know.
Did you guys get an updated timber inventory for the area 'cause
| know | was at the meeting in December 11 and | guess the last timber updated
inventory was from 2014.
So that's mainly what | wanted to ask.
Hello?

Dobell, Trevor (DNR) 31:24
Yes, thank you.
We're just.

+19*****x*5g 371:25
Yeah.



Dobell, Trevor (DNR) 31:25

| was taking a note and we are | think Ashley List was going to unmute.

List, Ashley R (DNR) 31:33

Yes, | am the Deputy Director for Forestry and we have received some funding to
work on a new inventory for the Mat-Su or working on seeing if we can make that
bigger scale.

So it's something that we're planning to do and we're just determining what we can

do with resources we have.

+19***¥**xk56  37:58
Thank you.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR) 32:05

All right. Other comments or questions, | don't see anything in the chat yet. We've
got plenty of time.

If you want to raise your hand on the phone if you've called in, that would be *5.
If you joined with the teams app.

Use the raise hand feature.

And we will call on you.

All right, | see a raised hand.

I'm going to activate microphone.

Alright, you should have access to unmute your microphone now.

Melis Coady, SRC 33:00

Hi, my name is Melis Cody.

I'm with the Susitna River Coalition.

Thanks for hosting the meeting today.

| know that from the public's point of view, this process has been in hibernation, |
guess since about January.

At my well, | guess | have a point and a question.

One of the points is that you know it's been stated.

That the Susitna Forestry Guidelines you know, was created in 1991, kind of in this

idea.



That you know the age of the document is somehow indicative of the usefulness of
the of the document or, you know how relevant it is and so | guess I'm asking what
the state forestry management plan is accomplishing that, you were seeing

insufficient in the forestry guidelines.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

All right.

Thank you, after--

| just wanted to let you know that we are taking notes of questions like that, so there
might be a pause before we respond, but let's see, Steven or Ashley, would you be

able to respond?

List, Ashley R (DNR)

Sure, | can step in on that. So we typically.

Try to it's, It's not so much a question of insufficiency, but that things change over
time.

We all have seen so much of the spruce component.

Just, you know, die in this last spruce beetle outbreak and.

We always want to be current with our direction, so when those.

Those guidelines were first created.

We thought that they would be in place for about 10 years and now here we are 35
years later and we just feel like it's time to take a look and this is an effort that we've
been taking on throughout the state we have.

Our state forest management plans that we're revising now as well and it's just one
of those. You know, we want to pass the red face test that we're being diligent in

reviewing our direction and having it reflect you know where we are here in 2025.

Melis Coady, SRC

Thank you for that.

So just as a follow up, | mean a true planning process should begin with an open
conversation about goals and trade-offs and not an assumption that a forest
management plan is already the correct path forward.

And the implications don't seem particularly enormous. If you're not reclassifying
750,000 acres as Susitna State Forest.

But there's there's definitely legislative evidence and agency evidence that that



o

would be a next step, and in that case, you know, this would be a very.
You know, different management plan for large tracts of land near where most

Alaska State residents live and recreate.

List, Ashley R (DNR)

Yes, those are good points and.

To be clear.

The division of Forestry and Fire Protection has the authority on state land in general
to manage the forest resources part of it.

So we do fuels reduction work. We can do forest health treatments, we can do timber
sales, but we don't have authority beyond the forest resources.

And so the difference between this forest management plan and what would you
would see if the area ever became a state forest is that as a state forest, the division
of forestry and Fire Protection

Would have more authority over.

Some of the other uses in terms of laying out guidelines related to those activities on
the state forest and also some different authority about.

Third party authorizations that normally the Department of Natural Resources
Division of Mining Land and Water has a lead on. We provide input on those when
it's a state forest.

So there's there's a difference in the the types of things that get covered in a state
Sorest Management Plan as opposed to this forest management plan which is solely
about those guidelines.

So if a state forest were ever created, which again the the Division of Forestry and
Fire Protection has no control over that, that's a legislative process.

But if that were to happen.

Then we would need to revisit.

Revisit that plan at that time.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

Telephone call in has raised their hand. I will.
Grant access to the microphone.

You may still have to unmute.

By pressing *6.



Al right.

Phone number ***-**56. You should have microphone access now.

+]Q**krkRIE G
So this is Becky long again.

Ashley, are you saying that if the nex- another step happens legislatively that it
becomes a state forest? But there's already a suspicion that does not necessarily
become the management plan for the state forest?

You would either or or it or you would go through a process to update the Susitna
Valley management plan that comes out like in 2026 or something.

Would you just update it or would you go go through a whole nother process?

List, Ashley R (DNR)

Well, I don't want to get the card ahead of the horse here because.

We, or at least to my knowledge, | don't know that we've had a situation where we've
had a forestry management plan.

Outside a state forest before the state Forest was created, if we did, it would have
been a long time ago.

So the Susitna Forestry Guidelines when they were.

You know, created in 1991 are are simply that it's you know how how should we
manage the forest resources given that this is a a pretty high use area and of interest
to a lot of people and in a lot of people's backyards.

So we have statutory requirements on what has to happen for a new state forest and
a state forest management plan. Part of that is the forest inventory which has already
been brought up.

So we can in in advance of course a full forest inventory.

We can do the forestry management plan or the forest management plan.

And.

Try to provide some direction and guidance on the forest resources as they are now

and then we would need to reevaluate that.

+ 1 9*******56
Right. Il I just wanna.
| just.

| just wanna cut to the chase.



| mean | | think this process is unnecessary because it's clear that this is where it's
going towards is if you sit in a state for us, | mean, we all know kind of that's the type
of stuff that the administration wants to do.

So creating this Susitna Valley management plan and it's not a state forest seems to
me like a waste of the public's time it's it's like.

The public, such to myself, | was part of the.

The host is sitting Boris guidelines representing the Talkeetna Environmental Center.
You know on when that whole long process.

So it was really important and | don't necessarily want to change them right now. If
we're going to have to go through a whole nother process in the whole state forest.

| mean, | don't have this kind of time.

List, Ashley R (DNR)

| think that's the exact sort of.

Information that would be good to submit in your public scoping comments for the
scoping review.

Because clearly we also want to use.

State time and all of your time efficiently.

We are in a situation where there's, you know, there's uncertainty. We don't have
control over whether a state.

Forest is created or not, but in the meantime we do have a responsibility.

To be managing the forest resources in a way that reflects the conditions on the
ground today. So | understand your point and | would encourage you to submit that

as a as a comment during this review.

+ 1 9*******56
Thank you.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

All right, other comments.

| don't see any.

| don't see anything in the chat right now.

OK, I've got a hand up from Eagle Song Farm. Let me grant access.
All right, your microphone access is enabled.

You'll have to unmute yourself.



Eagle Song farm. I've granted microphone access. If you want to speak, you have to

unmute.

EagleSong Farm

How about now? Trevor, you got me.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

Yeah, we got you loud and clear. Go for it.

EagleSong Farm

Hi. Hi, Trevor. Mike Williams.

So | actually reside in the Alexander Creek SRR. | have a comment and a question.
The comment is is in the previous two presentations today there was emphasis on
public input.

And.

Whether it's a forest program or or any other any other programs that are or projects
that are Going on within the region, public input is always an issue and and
specifically getting notice to the public.

Like this meeting today.

The only reason | saw it was because | subscribed to the the Alaska Notice program
and | saw it listed there.

There's always little or appears to be very little public attendance at these kinds of
things, and I'm looking here today and right now | see about 18.

Attendees. And if | look quickly, | see 2/3 of those are actually government
representative-- state government representatives, so very little public participation
in this particular thing today. And that tends to be the case most of the time.

Now | understand the regulatory requirements for notifying the public of any given
meeting or project or anything like that.

But it always seems to miss the bulk of the of the public.

And | would suggest that while you probably meet the minimum regulatory
requirement for notification to the public.

That you make an attempt to go above and beyond in reaching out to the public
because you know you're you're dealing with a very scattered area and a lot of that
like myself, are in remote parts of the forest management area and my concern is is

that while your intentions are good to get public input that the notifications and



making the public aware.

Are just meeting the minimum requirements.

And be happy to discuss other possible ways of reaching the public.

This is nothing new. You know, this is just another case of difficulty of reaching to the
public.

So that's my comment.

My question is, is that Mount Susitna and little Mount Susitna are excluded from this
plan?

Can you tell me?

Who and what the regulatory?

Basis is.

For management of those two mountains in particular, they're going to be
surrounded. They're surrounded by the forest, but they are not included in the forest.
Can you tell me who manages that?

Those two mountains.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

I'm gonna address your comment first and then I'll see if Stephen Nickel can can
address the other point.

| was actually thinking about that today on my drive in like how do people receive
public notices?

| personally would probably have missed getting a public notice for this because of
the way | consume information. It doesn't match up with our historical ways of of
getting notices out there.

So I 'am 100% on board with getting new ideas to to notify the public of what's going
on.

Because just the way people consume information and notices right now, | don't
know if we're reaching the people who would really want to be sitting at the table
right now.

So that | would love to to talk with you to to at least learn more about ideas of
reaching the remote community and people who who might really want to provide
input on this.

So thank you. And | | would love to reach out to you afterwards to talk about that.

For the question Stephen or Geneva or any of the Division of Forestry people online,



can you talk about?
What parts of the land are covered by this plan?

Nickel, Stephen K (DNR)

Yeah, | can jump in there real quick and then if somebody else wants to pop in, if |
have missed anything.

Thanks Mike.

Appreciate those comments as well.

Like Trevor mentioned.

In terms of, you know what we were looking at, we were looking at lands that were
classified as forestry designated.

So for you know where forestry was, one of the designated uses.

So if there are lands that are not included in those areas.

It's probably because there's a there's they're classified for a different use.

That's without digging into the maps into the specific areas that would be.

You know that's that's kind of the the blanket response for that because we're just
looking at lands with forestry.

Use as one of the designated uses.

EagleSong Farm

Understand that you know, but a quick glance at the map shows that the entirety of
Mount Susitna and the entirety of little Mount Susitna are excluded.

They're surrounded by the plan in its entirety, but those two are excluded.

And I'm just curious as to what is the management of those two mountains?

Does that fall under forestry, or does that fall under another agency?

Nickel, Stephen K (DNR)

Without looking at the map, I'm going to say it probably falls under a different
agency.

Probably DMLW would be my my hunch.

Because if they're state owned, DMLW is the the the by and large land manager.
Unless it comes to forest classified, where division of forestry has the jurisdiction over
over the forest itself. So.

Well, like | said, without looking at the maps, | suspect that those areas are still state

managed, but.



In a different classification under a different agency, under Mining Land and Water

jurisdiction.

Preston, Geneva S (DNR) 50:41
I'll. I'll just kind of dovetail a little bit.

® List, Ashley R (DNR) 50:41
And.

Preston, Geneva S (DNR) 50:43

I'm flipping through my copy of the Susitna Matanuska area plan, which is the
regional Department of Natural Resources Management plan and there is like a a
section of that management plan devoted to the Mount Susitna region and it looks
like that's going to be extending beyond. It sounds like Mike you're asking about the
mountain itself.

But I'm seeing kind of a variety of management designations in that area from
settlement to Like dispersed public recreation or general use. But if you would like to
follow up on that more, I'd be happy to take a deeper dive on a phone call with you
or something like that.

But it sounds like the short answer is the Division of Mining Land and Water has a
management authority for state owned lands in the Mount Susitna area.

And | can drop a link in the chat to access the.

Regional management plans that we keep referencing as kind of like companions to
this forest planning process.

I'll go ahead and add that into the chat.

EagleSong Farm 52:13
That would.
That would be great.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR) 52:22
All right, I'm going to unmute.
Looks like John Wagoner.

Let me.



Allow. Oh, it looks like you've already gotten all right.
Go for it.

> Wagoner, John Ep (DFG) 52:34
Hey, this is John Wagoner with Fish and Game and | am the program manager for
the wildlife Habitat enhancement program.
Yeah, we've worked with you guys on a lot of stuff throughout the state and would
just like to say that we'd like to continue that and if there's any opportunity to
incorporate some wildlife habitat projects in or around any future projects that come
up as this plan progresses we'd like to be a part of that.
We have a new area biologist.
Start starting in Palmer, which his game management units overlap with the Susitna
Forest, so I'd like to bring him on board as well.
And yeah, like | said, any way we can be a part of implementing wildlife habitat in the
forest and meeting the goals of DNR Forestry and us [Alaska Department of Fish and
Game] all in sync, that'd be great.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR) 53:30
| will be in touch after this meeting.

It's nice to meet you virtually.

Wagoner, John Ep (DFG) 53:35
Perfect. Thank you.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR) 53:41

All right.

Additional comments questions. Let's see.

We've been putting a lot of content in the chat.

Plenty of links to materials. | don't see any written questions in the chat yet, but we
will continue to monitor that.

All right, let's see in order.

Looks like Mike Williams has a comment and then we'll go to the telephone caller.

@ EagleSong Farm 54:37



Just a quick question, the the management plan will include wildfire mitigation and
response is that correct?

@ Dobell, Trevor (DNR)
| believe there will be a section about wildfire.
| don't think we've developed anything about that yet.
We're very, very early in the draft phase.

@ List, Ashley R (DNR)
Typically our -- Oh, and this is Ashley List again.
The typically for our forest management plans, it talks about wildfire mitigation in
terms of fuels management through forest management activities. But when it comes
to the wildfire suppression, part of it and actual firefighting, that's all done through a
a completely separate process on how areas are prioritized for protection, so the
plan will, sometimes you know, summarize that overall concept, but the plan does
not make any decisions about wildfire protection, only about the fuels forest
management side of it, meaning taking dead forest or overcrowded forest and

reducing the amount of material in there.

e EagleSong Farm
So would you say then that this plan.

When it comes to completion, would trigger a review of those current firefighting

procedures as well?

@ List, Ashley R (DNR)
No, it would not.
The firefighting procedures are evaluated.
Every year through the Alaska Wildfire Coordinating Group and the Division of
Forestry and Fire Protection is.
The Protection Agency for this part of Alaska South of the Alaska Range and north of
Coastal Southeast so It it's that's something that's currently. Excuse me, that's
continuously being evaluated for fire operations, but it's not part of this planning
process.

@ Dobell, Trevor (DNR)



Alright, we can always come back to more of that after this next comment. | see a
telephone number has their hand raised.

I'm going to grant access to the telephone ending in 5138.

All right, you should have microphone access.

You can go ahead and unmute yourself.

Telephone. Oh, there you go.

| just saw you come off mute.

+ 1 9*******38

Hello is it working now?

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

Yes, we can hear you.

' +1 9*******38

OK.

Thank you.

My name is Andrew Traxler and | own the sawmill business, Papoose Milling, here in
the Matsu Valley.

I'm calling in just to, you know, pay attention to what's going on and to also help,
you know, with the idea of the local industry here has asked for, you know, a review
of these guidelines over the last few years. And, you know, I'm sure that that
probably.

Had a part of this process.

| noticed that one of the.

One of the stronger questions is why the change to the guidelines.

And the forestry guides-- if I'm talking too much, just cut me off and let me know.

| wouldn't want to monopolize this phone call.

What? What is happening with the local industry is that we have a 40 acre limitation
in the current guidelines and when you're we mainly produce from birch, whether it
be firewood or sawmill logs. When you harvest 40 acres, you get like four to six semi
loads of sawmill logs.

You know, and for example like the Ulu factory, they need about 7 semi loads worth
of bird sawmill logs per year per year be the same way with the Great Alaska Bowl

company up in Fairbanks need about 6 or 7 semi loads a year to make their bowls.



And then | also supply spenard builder supply and they need, you know six or seven
semi load years of sawlogs for us to process.

So when you have a 40 acre limitation and the other side harvest you can make.
And you get about 60 loads in total from an acre and only four to six semi loads
make sawgrade due to the deterioration of our timber.

It means that logging companies need to be able to harvest more than 40 acres and
we have no problem with processing out the other loads from those 40 acres to
supply the high need for firewood here in the Matsu Valley.

So every tree gets utilized for Alaskans.

With what we're doing.

And for example, that's why we harvested 300 acres last year of Mat-Su Borough
timber.

And by doing that, we only have to take our logging equipment in once every two
years.

And this drastically reduce the cost of firewood and the milled material here in the
Matsu by us only taking the logging equipment in once and harvesting for a couple
years and then don't have to do it again.

It spread the cost out more overload, so | don't know if that's helpful to answer the
question why to change the guidelines for the amount of acres per harvest.

Am | taking too long, Forestry?

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)
No, | think we have plenty of time left.
We've got this meeting scheduled for another 27 minutes.

+ 1 9*******38
Was that helpful information that | gave?

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

| think all all of these comments that we're getting are are very helpful and | really
appreciate your sharing that.

That's a great perspective from industry.

And yeah, we have go for it.

. +]Q****k*%3Q



| have another example.

To give here.

So when we talk about these four to six semi loads of saw logs that come off 40
acres that make quality, but Birch and a lot of times we speak about spruce when
we're talking about these meetings and that's not what you know my part of the
industry is after. Yes, we sell it as firewood, and every once in a while | get a decent
semi load of spruce.

All those | did mill one home from Mat-Su Logs that come off the old Glenn Highway
this summer.

So that does still happen.

Now, when you're just Speaking of the semi loads of saw logs that are Birch, you
generally get about 30 trees per load.

And so this morning, | milled one of those trees and to make the fish bats or fish
bonkers. Brand name.

And so that one tree produced 180 fish bats and those are sold out of a hardware
store down in Soldotna.

So that one tree pays me $270.00 so | get $1.50 per fish bat that | mill and then the
retail value that that sells for off the hardware store shelf down there in Soldotna or
Cooper Landing somewhere down there they've got a Hardware store that sells fish
bats.

They know that one three sells for $4500.

And it's finished form.

And so it's important to supply the local manufacturing industry when you can take
one tree that makes saw grade and you can turn that into a retail shelf product of
4500 dollars.

That pays, you know, a logger to cut it, truck driver to haul the logs. To me, me, to
mill it. The guy with the automated lathe in Wasilla, that makes the bats. He produces
those. And then there's a truck that hauls it down to the hardware store.

And so that one tree becomes a lot of jobs and that is why I've requested that these
guidelines be changed so that we can make these long term larger timber sales like
what we recently purchased from the borough in the West Susitna access area and.
The reason for this is that when a business owner like myself knows now that | have
10 years worth of timber in front of me.

In the harvest in West Susitna, | feel comfortable in investing.

And you can't get cost effective sawlogs harvesting 40 acres at a time with the



deterioration of our forest.

So maybe Stephen could explain the amount of different diseases that are in our
Birch trees right now that are taking them in the direction of the spruce beetle
outbreak. You know, I've I've heard from the Matthew Borough Forest around what's
infecting the Birch trees.

But maybe Steven could highlight that.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)
Steven, if you want to touch on that and then I'll read the make sure we address the

comment in the chat.

Nickel, Stephen K (DNR)

Yeah, yeah, sure.

So, without getting into specifics on the the the different, you know, fungal agents,
there's definitely as are you know as our our trees mature.

They are susceptible to more decay agents, which ultimately in the long run will, you
know, remove some of that marketable timber from each of those trees that do get
infected.

We've got heart rot, which.

Decays the center of the wood, where a lot of the you know the the usable products
are are are taken from. So as we start losing the center of those trees, you know, the
less and less is actual marketable.

You know, there's probably some some small markets for some of that stained wood
and things like that. But you know as we have decay that.

You know compromises the structural integrity, the aesthetic quality.

That, you know, they just the the wood properties of our timber.

That's it. Just makes less and less usable material from from a timber sale. And when
you're looking at the size of a, you know, you know a 40 acre sale, if you've got a
bunch of decay in there and you've got not a whole lot of you know.

Decent timber in there. That that really, you know, makes you need to have more
wood to make up for that, that, that defect, so to speak.

Same thing goes for our spruce.

There's a number of decay organisms in there that are are decaying the dead trees.
Not only are our, you know, Spruce Beetles killed out of the trees, but there's also.

Some buttrots and things like that that are again.



Digesting that wood, making it.

You know, not usable for much more than firewood, if you're lucky to get some of
the stuff out of the, get some firewood out of some of the upper portions of some of
those trees that have succumbed to decay.

So Long story short, this is, you know, as we're looking at, you know, the the broader
picture of things.

You know things that we need to do here in the mat-Su is, you know, we do need to
get in and harvest some timber, sell some timber so we can regenerate this forest.
Into you know the the, the, the, the quality logs and the quality timber that you know
that the industry needs so, you know, looking at this update this process.

You know, looking at maybe expanding the size of our timber sales to make them
more economically feasible for our operators, you know in turn will you know create
more opportunities for regeneration for more future forests so that you know we are

creating a forest that is productive for future generations.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

All right. We can circle back to this.

I'm gonna make sure we address the question in the chat.

I'll read it quickly for the people who called in and then maybe Geneva or Ashley
could touch on it.

Allowable acreage for commercial harvest could be updated through an amendment
to existing documents.

Correct. Or can this only be addressed through creating and adopting a forest

management plan?

Preston, Geneva S (DNR)

| will take a stab at this one.

This is Geneva Preston, the forest planner. And then perhaps other division of
forestry staff will feel compelled to jump in and fill in some gaps for me.

So.

This is naturally like a more complicated question. Then it maybe would seem at face
value and unfortunately | think my answer to this question is going to reference a
few documents with similar names which will probably keep it in kind of confusing
territory, but hopefully I'll be able to kind of tease these things.

Apart.



So this concept of allowable acreage for commercial harvest?

It's not necessarily determined by this forest management plan.

First, the forest management plan is going to be kind of tied to the Department of
Natural Resources Regional plans.

So for example, the Susitna Matanuska Area Plan or the Fish Creek Management
plan.

So those larger scale regional planning tools.

Define the management intent for state lands in the Susitna Valley, including the
forest classified lands that we're addressing in this forest management plan.

One of the tenants of land management through the eyes of the Department of
Natural Resources is this concept of multiple use management.

So through this concept of multiple use, technically timber harvest can occur on any
classification of land.

But to kind of like move us down in our our kind of like focus funnel, it's more likely
to be economical to do that on lands that are forest classified, which that information
is coming again from those regional DNR plans because lands are called forest
classified when they show a concentration of forest resources.

So our forest management plan kind of focuses on the parameters or the sideboards
to what our harvest considerations are when we're planning activities on forest
classified lands and we have a separate technical process that's based on our
inventory and based on.

Basically like the calculus of turning an inventory sample into kind of a model of the
volume [of timber] that's available on a landscape scale.

And so that happens through our inventory report and our annual allowable cut.

So this management plan.

It doesn't define how much acreage is available for harvest. That is an annual
allowable cut discussion.

That is calculated separately.

But this plan is a discussion of, in the case of harvest.

What considerations, balances maybe compromises, do we need to have

on our minds, or do we want to recommend to future foresters

to be making those decisions or designing those proposals in a responsible way.

| know that was.

A pretty long winded.



Response and so | think I'll just take a beat and see if anybody has wants to ask for

some clarification on what | just kind of spoke through.

+19*******38 1:13:19

Am | still unmuted?

Preston, Geneva S (DNR) 1:13:24
| can.
Yeah, | heard whoever just asked if they're still unmuted and then | saw a hand

raised, so we'll go maybe we can go to that raised hand after.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR) 1:13:34
Yeah.

Preston, Geneva S (DNR) 1:13:34

o And.

+19*******38  1:13:35
Well, go ahead and go to the race and | had a different addition to the comment. If

there wasn't going to be comment on your question.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR) 1:13:43
All right, let me.
Melis you should have microphone access right now.

@ Melis Coady, SRC 1:13:50
OK, Ashley, thank you for that.
So that's helpful for me and it kind of reinforces something that's kind of this
continuing concern that people | hear from have, and | would say | share that this
idea that this plan doesn't really.
Affect multiple use isn't really true when taken into the big picture.
That this forest management plan, especially in in concert with a redesignation of
state forest, would in fact make you know timber harvest the the primary.
Lens through which you look at.

Using you know the state forested to state forestry lands for.



And | think that's that's why Mike was having trouble seeing Mount Susitna on the
map because it's not on the current state forested lands, but it would be in the
proposed state forest. And so it's really hard to look at these things when the when
they're fragmented but.

It is important to kind of pull up to the 30,000 foot level and look at the major
implications, which would be that if.

A New Forest management guideline was adopted and that you know.

Large portions of the Susitna Valley were adopted as state forests, then the Susitna
management area plan would then be obsolete.

And when you look at these documents?

That you know whether it's the Susitna Forestry Guidelines or some of these area
management plans, they did benefit at the time from broad public and agency
participation, which | think.

You know, we're all lamenting a bit.

You know, I'm on my third meeting here on this process that this process is not
benefited from.

List, Ashley R (DNR) 1:16:10
This is.

Preston, Geneva S (DNR) 1:16:10
Socanl?

Oh, sorry, Ashley.

@ List, Ashley R (DNR) 1:16:12
Out.

Preston, Geneva S (DNR) 1:16:12

You go ahead and I'll follow up.

List, Ashley R (DNR) 1:16:14

No, you go ahead.

Preston, Geneva S (DNR) 1:16:16
Well, Melis, | really appreciate.



The information that you share with us, and | also appreciate your patience kind of
sticking with us through the hibernation period on this project that you referenced at
the beginning of the meeting.

I'm a little bit confused when | hear you say that.

The land base.

Well, let me let me pause for a second.

| don't want to get ahead of myself because.

| want to make sure first and foremost that I'm understanding like the concern that
you're expressing, which it sounds like.

You're advocating for a group of people, maybe, who is concerned that multiple use
management or multiple uses of this state owned land would be.

Less prevalent.

If.

It was.

Influenced by a forest management plan, is that kind of like the first piece of of what
you're sharing?

Melis Coady, SRC

Yes, | think that's that's accurate that.

The Forest Management plan layered over a new Susitna State forest.

Would like institutionally and administratively deprioritize other uses, not completely
negate them, but there there wouldn't be the broad set of inputs and procedures in

place to to value a lot of those things the same way.

Preston, Geneva S (DNR)

OK.

| I hear what you're saying with that.

| think if you have ideas about how to emphasize those other uses or how to write
guidance for managing the forest in a way that like acknowledges and and maintains
space for those other uses, it sounds like.

You've been thinking about those topics a lot and | think that kind of input would be
really helpful for us.

And the second piece | wanted to follow up on with you is.

If you're you, you kind of referenced lamenting that this project is not benefiting

from public input in the same way that other planning process or other projects



have? Is, am | correct in hearing that from you?
Melis | don't know if you're talking, but your microphone is muted again.

Or | can kind of say the second-half of my thought too. If you'd rather listen.

Melis Coady, SRC

Yeah. Hi.

Sorry, ran into a technical difficulty.
Could you say the second thought again?

Preston, Geneva S (DNR)
Well, | just | wanna.
Confirm like am | hearing you correctly that the second-half of your comment was

you're lamenting less participation on the part of the public for this plan.

Melis Coady, SRC

Oh yeah, that's correct.

So | just to be clear, | was not part of this planning process in 1991 or was | involved
in 2009, but | have a lot of connection with people that were and old letters and
transcripts.

So | do have a little bit of window into how engaged the community was at those

periods of time.

Preston, Geneva S (DNR)

OK.

And so when you make that comment, are you, are you communicating to us, to the
planning team and to me, that the way we are, the way that we're interacting with

the public needs to change or that's your recommendation?

Melis Coady, SRC

Well, | think these the the zoom meetings to sure have been convenient for me, but
it would be nice if | know what is effective is to have meetings in communities and or
have a representative go to Community Council meetings is a great way for further
engagement additionally, the surveys on the website they they have a bit of a lean to
the question.

But | could separately provide feedback on that.



Preston, Geneva S (DNR) 1:21:54

OK.

Thank you so much for for clarifying that.

Yeah, feel free to send me an e-mail if you have more specific thoughts or feedback

on the surveys. I'm definitely grateful for that information. If you're willing to share it.

Melis Coady, SRC 1:22:13
Thank you, Geneva.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR) 1:22:18

All right. We have about 6 minutes left in our meeting.

Time for more comments. Let me check the chat.

Nothing else in the chat. If anybody has more comments, go ahead and raise your
hand.

Or, if you've already been unmuted, you may go for it.

+1Q*****RRZG  1:22:47

This is Andrew.

| had an additional comment on you know, the question of why change the
guidelines? Is that OK?

Dobell, Trevor (DNR) 1:22:47
Go for it please.

+19*****RRZG  1:22:50

This goes back to the 40 acre limitation when you when | was explaining the amount
of logs you get off 40 acres when we harvest and we go and do these larger harvest
like this winter, we did two harvest that was slightly over 100 acres when you.

Do a harvest.

It's in the 100 acre size.

At that point you can build road so on both of those harvest there was a road built
through the center of it.

And then forestry gets to decide.

Or the Matthew Burrow in that case.



Whether or not that road stays there and then these roads increase the public use of
that area. For example, when | was at the timber harvest the other day during moose
season, there was hunters in there using the road, which they're free to use that it's
public land.

And this also makes it so that we are able to do shovel logging where we're moving
the logs of the shovel instead of a skidder, and then it has less effect on the
environment.

And having a road in there spread out across the larger number of loads of logs,
then we're also able to access it year round like the present harvest at Mile 78 on the
parks highway.

So the log truck, you know went in there yesterday, grabbed a load of bole logs, took
them to Lewis up at the bowl company, and now he's on the way back from
Fairbanks with a load of spruce coming to my mill today.

So that's why also for the larger acreage. So then we can.

You have enough quantity of logs on there to pay for building the road through the

harvest. So anyways, that was my comment.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

All right.

Thank you.

All right. Got just under 4 minutes left in the scheduled meeting time for another
couple of comments. If there are any.

While we wait, I'll just remind people to for those who joined on the teams app, you
can look in the chat for all of the handouts, the planning map, the presentations and
links to area plans and for those who called in, those are available on the website for.
This project.

+19*******38
Could you possibly on the next one do a Facebook live and then the person could be

viewing what you guys are doing when they call in on the phone?

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)
| would consider that a Facebook live.

That would be a new a new experience for us, | think.



But we could.
We could definitely consider that.

+19*******38
It would allow business owners to see what's going on and they can mute what
you're doing on Facebook, on the video and then you can listen in your headset on

the phone.

@ Dobell, Trevor (DNR)
OK.

+ 1 9*******38

While you're running equipment is the reason why.

Dobell, Trevor (DNR)

| will.

I'm gonna experiment with that offline and see how that how that feels.

That's a good suggestion.

| hope that lunchtime meeting with a refreshing change.

| thought we would try it.

We are going to have another in person meeting.

In one of our traditional in person evening meetings.

But | wanted to try this format and see if it worked and hopefully it worked for. For
those of you who are able to join, but | will consider I'll play around with with with a
different delivery method.

We'll see what happens.

Alright, we got just under 2 minutes left.

Pretty much wrapped it up with our comments it looks like making sure that people
have access to those documents that are linked. If you can't, if you're not on the on
the teams app, you can access those through our website.

If anybody has any final comments, now is the time and always feel free to reach out
to any of our contact information, telephone or e-mail.

Planning team reads all the emails that are sent to that planning address.

All right.

Well, I'm not not seeing any hands raised. I'm not seeing anything else in the chat.



| really appreciate everybody joining us.

Thank you for giving us an hour and a half of your time, and please continue to give
us feedback, comments, your thoughts help us develop this this draft, develop our
our potential forest management plan. And thank you again for everybody who was
able to join all the public, all of the agency members, we really appreciate your time.
And we can go ahead and wrap this up right at 1:30.

Thank you everybody.

43 Nickel, Stephen K (DNR) 1:28:08
Thanks all.

@ Dobell, Trevor (DNR) stopped transcription



