IM Band Conference Call Notes

July 8th, 2003

Participants:

George Breazeale, PNW



Judy Adams, Ft. Collins 

Mark Rubey, RM

Scott Pugh, NC



Richard Teck, NFS

Carol Alerich, NE




Dave Polak, SRS

Charles Washington, LV

Laurie Klevgard, LV

Gary Boyack, Ft. Collins

Dave Alerich, NE

Tom Trieman, State of Missouri

Tom Frieswyk, NE

Carl Bylin, SRS

Topics:
1) JBM 2004 Date and location - San Diego 2/23/2004

Carl Bylin is the IM Band JBM committee rep.

2) Change Proposals:


Site Tree proposal has been accepted.


Stand Size Class draft proposal will soon be released as final. We’ll address the final proposal during the August conference call.


Mort Year draft proposal: Band response form due 7/29.


Comment from Gary Dixon:  FVS has a self-calibration feature which adjusts the growth equations to match the input growth data when there are enough growth measurements to do so.  Part of this process uses trees coded as "recent mortality" to estimate past stand densities.  In FVS you can specify the length of the mortality observation period, and "recent mortality" is defined as trees that died during this period.   This raises two concerns with the proposed change:  1) On plots being measured for the first time, for FVS to be able to calibrate the growth relationships, it would still need an estimate of trees that died within some definable time period (say the last 5 years).  We would not necessarily need an estimate of the year it died, but we would need a dichotomous call of whether it was a "recently dead" tree, or an "older dead" tree, and the mortality observation period on which that call is made (e.g. 5 years;   recent dead being trees that died within the last 5 years; older dead being those that died more than 5 years ago).  We recognize there would be errors in this call, but it is still sufficient, important, and adequate for our purposes.  2) On remeasured plots, my concern would be with the measurement interval.  If the measurement interval was long, it might introduce some bias.  But I really don't know without doing some testing and analysis.  This is less of a concern than the first one. 

3) Sub-team updates (d-team, PDR-team, Data Distribution team) 

Charles – D-team: NIMS released to production! All 5 stations have installed. Kudos to the development team for their efforts!

Dave – PDR team: The team is making good progress. Currently developing the application model. Near programming phase. 

Scott – Data Distribution team: Nothing new to report.

4) FIADB V 1.7: New manual posted to D-team Team Room. Building scripts to load FIADB from NIMS. 

5) Rich Teck – FIADB question in regard to storing intensification plots.

If individual stations intensify the grid, do they populate the db with those plots?

NE-Tom would add data

RichT would personally like to add it

Seems there are arguments for and against, but if money there, then put it there.

Cannot why imagine why we would not want to put it there    (Mark?)

RichT should propose this to management team

sample inside the biscuit fire, 1.7 or 1.85 grid in Oregon     Ron and Curt weren't sure

George, could go either way, but probably would put it in

              would this possible break some of the existing tools??

Scott, d-team seems to think it can be handled

Carol - could this be it's own population, separate from the rest of the state

    stratify for fire area.

6) Band Leadership – Short discussion on future Band Leadership. Nominations being accepted!


Gary Boyack suggested the BL be a voting member.

Deputy Band Leader thoughts – stepping stone to Band Leader, help with the work load.

Next meeting August 12th, 2003 same place, same time.

