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Summary of DOMI Breakout 
Information Needs (Gaps)

· Expected to be ad hoc

· Silviculture

· Are we planting too much Pine?  Species comp of plantations.
· Post FG – how is tree performance?  Are young stands being impacted by MPB?
· Seed variances

· Does the RESULTS database have enough info?
· Administrative

· Policy / LRMP commitment (non-legal)

· TSR
· unsalvaged losses and operability lines and problem forest types
· Are chief foresters’ recommendations being followed and addressed?

· Professional reliance
· workshops.

· Results based inspections – tools will have to be developed and commitments made in FSP

· Range

· Noxious weeds

· Range use, forage use
· Planning

· Harvest profile (species, age)

· Harvesting performance by licensees.  Are priority infestations being targeted and addressed by licensees

· Harvest levels in community watersheds, cumulative impacts, hydrology after MPB.
· Residue and waste – public perception.  Amount and use rather than burning.

· Biodiversity – loss of species, stand conversion, retention practices of dominants and understory
· Lake shore management 

· Non legal consensus documents, commitments and strategic plans (eg LRMP)  What’s happening?

· Impacts of other agency operations

· Avalanche assessment

· G&Y inventory and Site Index.  Is it being done and is it accurate?

· Patch size.  Roads and trails, disturbance.
· Road investment (are we protecting it?) and deactivation.  Impacts on water, planning and total chance.  Temp roads and soil productivity.
· On block visuals

· Shared targets linked to CP issuance (e.g. seral targets)

· Public Communications

· Responding to public issues

· Public consultation – do we need an advisory group?  What should be monitored, what is failing?

· FN
·  Is the information sharing process (FN/industry) addressing consultation.  Is there adequate info sharing?  Meaningful and sufficient?
· Respond to FN issues

· Fire

· Fire hazard in interface and non-interface

Concerns

· Should not use the word “initiative”, we are already doing this.  DOMI is a bad acronym.
· Relationship with FREP

· How will the info feed into the FREP program – duplication

· Concern that FREP is not involved early enough in this initiative

· Two different monitoring efforts with potentially different results
· Keep separate from FREP or absorb into FREP
· Consistency and Communication

· No standardized methodology

· Discussion with other programs

· Who is the lead?  Clarity of purpose
· Consistency across Admin Units
· Clarity of roles and responsibilities.  Who is doing what?

· What is the difference between data gathering and monitoring?

· Resources

· District does not have time or tools for follow through.  Need to develop tools and feedback to Forest Science programs

· Recognition of resources required

· Association involvement

· Should the assn set minimum standards?  Should they be reporting?

· Executive buy-in / affirmation

· How is this seen by executive?  Part of existing programs?

· District Needs

· Flexibility to meet district needs

· Needs have to be defensible

· Feedback from DDM – concerns, assisting in decision making process – use this info to improve FSP approvals, better supporting documentation and rationales
· What level of vigor around sampling, interpretation of data and defensibility

· Data capture and management – strategic use?  what do we use if for, how long do we keep it?
· Suitability to FRPA and Professional Reliance model

· Industry acceptance and participation – Need to preserve the culture.  How are they managing this?
· Licensee responsibility to report out. – what’s happening on the land?  Why should we be doing this work for them?
· Will this begin to look like hands on guidance?

· This is key to professional reliance

· Linkage to FRPA framework – does it go against prof reliance?
· Influencing forest management practices
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