
Easy Unit 58 

 
This tree does not meet any of the criteria for Craig and Schmidt!  Do any of them? 
 

 
No… not yet.  Are they greater than 21”  ? 
 



 
 
Yes they all are.  Oh, what about bugs.  No sign of any. But wait  
 
There are bugs in this tree. It is about 12”  dbh.  It is one of 
the few trees I saw with bugs.  But gosh it is not marked.  So 
after we remove the big pumpkins that are covered under 
Regional Forester’s Amendment 2 
 (2) Outside of LOS, many types of timber sale activities are 
allowed. The intent is still to maintain and/or enhance LOS 
components in stands subject to timber harvest as much as 
possible, by adhering to the following standards: 

a) Maintain all remnant late and old seral and/or 
structural live trees ?21" dbh that currently exist within 
stands proposed for harvest activities.) 

  We will still have a brood tree left! 
Easy unit 47 looks just like the 58.  Trees marked for sale 
have little or no crown scorch.  Little of no black at the bole.  
Minor amounts of duff mound reduction. 
 
If the “Craig and Schmidt guidelines had been used the only 
tree that would have been marked is the one shown to the 
right.   
So.  Here is where the failure is. 

·  Craig and Schmidt guidelines are to be applied on a tree by tree basis.  Not stand. 



·  Contrary to what was testified to in court during Monument hearing, the 3 page mortality 
worksheets were not used and the “ thousands of sheets”  have never existed.  I work here 
remember.  I think I would have noticed that much paper in the recycle bin. 

·  Craig and Schmidt is the latest and best science.   
o Not scientific research but guidelines based on a literature review. 
o No trees have been followed for any length of time that would verify the results. 

Following are my comments to the High Roberts CE scooping which I am sure would follow the same 
pattern.  The pattern being, cut live large diameter pines “because we can get away with it” .  
 
My concern with this project is that you are cutting green trees and calling them dead based on a 
rating index by Scott, Schmidt, Spiegel, 2002.  In the Monument and Easy projects you have called 
this “state of the art” research.  Again I will remind you that this is not research.  It is conjecture based 
on reading and applying personal interpretation of previous research by others.  I understand that they 
are currently conducting research to validate their “guide”.  The authors specifically have stated they 
were trying to provide what was being asked for from Blue Mt Forests. 
 
I take exception with this process as it is being presented as the best and latest.  I have contacted the 
Rocky Mountain Research station who published “Postfire Mortality of Ponderosa Pine and Douglas-
fir:  A Review of Methods to Predict Tree Death”.  RMRS-GTR-132.  I asked them if they had 
reviewed Scott, Schmidt, Spiegel.  They said they had never heard of it and could I send them a copy 
which I did.  This reinforces that peer review of Scott, Schmidt, Spiegel, did not occur. 
 
In RMRS-GTR-132 (which I mailed to all Malheur employees last summer) it specifically cites the past 
and current research and the conclusion is that trees that still have green needles after 2 seasons 
(Monument, Easy, High Roberts) have less than a 10% chance of succumbing to 1st and 2nd  order fire 
effects. 
 
Also this guide is a single tree rating process.  Was every tree rated on the 3 page matrix?  For trees 
that are in doubt the technique prescribed for checking for living cambium specifically calls for 
chopping below the root crown.  The trees I have seen chopped on this project were chopped above 
the root crown, not below.   Also given that many of the trees harvested are irreplaceable why did we 
not use chemical tests for the enzyme perioxidase to indicate live/dead cambium layers taken from 
four increment borer samples: upslope, downslope, and both cross-slopes instead of haphazard 
chopping? 
 
By the way,  I did not see any chopping on the trees above. 
 
I have worked for the BLM and Forest Service since 1975.  I am proud of my public service and the 
Forest Service.  I thought we were headed towards stewardship.  But we are acting in the worst 
possible fashion.  We are letting the frustrations of our own past management drive us to a angry 
response.  The problems with forest management these days is not the environmentalists, not the local 
folks.  So who could it be.  It is the Forest Service and it’s leadership that refuse to do the right thing.  
We were building trust with our detractors.  That is all gone after Monument.   
 
These forests belong to the people of the “entire”  United States.  Not just Grant County.  If you think 
what you have done on Monument and are about to do on Easy and High Roberts is in the best interest 
of the forest, the owners of the forest and the local community, then shame on you.  The loss of Late 
Old Structure can never be replaced under current forest practices, and these trees once cut are gone 
forever. 


