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Why Landscapes?

Principle 1: Important ecological processes operate across spatial scales - from tree neighborhood:
to regional landscapes. Implication: Planning and management must incorporate and link the tree
neighborhood, patch, drainage/hillslope, local landscapes, and regional landscapes.

Principle 2: Topography provides a natural template for vegetation and disturbance patterns across
the landscape hierarchy scales. Implication: Use topography to guide restoration treatments

Principle 3: Disturbance and succession drive ecosystem dynamics. Implication: Focus on restoring
the ecosystems’ inherent fire/disturbance regimes and vegetation successional patterns; other
ecological processes will follow.

Principle 4: Predictable distributions of forest-patch sizes naturally emerge from interactions
climate-disturbance-topography-vegetation. Implication: focus on restoring the natural distribution o
forest patch sizes across landscapes.

Principle 5: Patches are “landscapes within landscapes: Implication: focus on restoring characteristic
tree clump and gap patterns within stands/patches.

Principle 6: Widely distributed large, old trees, provide a critical ecological backbone for forested
landscapes. Implication: focus on retaining and promoting large/old trees and post-disturbance large
snags and down logs.

Principle 7: Traditional patterns of land ownership and management disrupt inherent landscape
and ecosystem patterns. Implication: develop restoration projects that effectively work across forest
ownership and management allocations.
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Landscape Evaluation

* A process for assessing the
condition of a landscape or
watershed and level of
resilience to future
disturbances.

: 1/ | Ownership

 Identify restoration
opportunities and priorities.

it

* A common basis and language
for stakeholders and land
managers to assess and
balance a range of resources,
risks, tradeoffs and treatment
options.




Reference Conditions

* Objective Measure of Current
Conditions

— More resilient landscapes and
watersheds

e Changes Over Time
— Historical Range of Variation
— Future Range of Variation

 Amount and Configuration

— Spatial arrangement matters



Vegetation Structure and
Composition
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Forest types to treat
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Disturbances
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Focal Wildlife Habitats



Northern Goshawk

Wildlife Habitat

» Focal Wildlife Species

— Northern goshawk
— White-headed woodpecker
— Pileated woodpecker

e Reference Conditions

— Current amount and
arrangement of habitats

— HRV, FRV

» Species of Interest
— Mule deer
— Elk
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Aquatics and Hydrology
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Social/Economics
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Economic and Operational Tools
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Landscape Prescription

Restoration of Landscape and Watershed
Resilience

— Current Condition compared to HRV and FRV

Identifies amount and location of potential aquatic
and terrestrial restoration opportunities

A “blueprint” for what a “resilient” landscape
could look like

Used to Inform Forest Restoration/Forest Health
Project Level Planning
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Key Points

Collaborative Partnerships

Integrates multiple resource values and climate change
science

Restoration treatments 1n priority areas and strategic
locations across ownerships

Increase efficiency to increase restoration footprint
A tool for monitoring progress

More resilient landscapes/watersheds for communities
and ecosystems

Provides context for stand-level treatments
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