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In Memorium

Dr. Donald Lee Dahlsten
Professor of Forest Entomology
University of California, Berkeley
(December 8, 1933—September 3, 2003)

It is with great regret that we announce the passing of our good friend and colleague, Don Dahlsten, on September 3, 2003 at the
age of 69. Don died at the Alta Bates Medical Center in Berkeley after a two-year battle with a rare form of skin cancer.

Over the course of a 40-year career, Don developed a worldwide reputation as a respected leader in forest entomology and related
fields. His research focused on the development of ecologically sensitive methods of managing insects that feed on trees in forest
and urban environments. We are all aware of his pioneering work regarding the biological control of eucalyptus psyllids, but Don
distinguished himself with research on the population dynamics of bark beetles and the factors that attract their natural enemies.
His other projects included research on how the methods developed to control Pierce’s disease-impacted riparian habitats,
description of the life history and development of control strategies of elm leaf beetles, and the ecological impact of the sudden
oak death pathogen, a fungus-like alga that has killed tens of thousands of oak trees throughout California.

Don was a true naturalist and had a deep interest in a wide range of organisms. He maintained one of the largest long-term
databases of insectivorous birds in California’s forest and riparian areas, and recently contributed a 20-page chapter on the biology
of the chestnut-backed chickadee for the encyclopedia “Birds of North America.”

Don was known, respected and loved by colleagues around the world. He worked and traveled extensively in France, Romania,
Australia, Chile, and Brazil; and was one of the first biologists to work in China following its opening. Most recently, Don was in
Mexico assisting in the establishment of an insectary developed to produce parasites of the eucalyptus psyllid.

Don was noted as a dedicated educator and was appointed as Associate Dean for Instruction and Student Affairs at U.C.
Berkeley’s College of Natural Resources in 1996. He advised 39 graduate students during his tenure, but he also taught literally
thousands of natural resource, entomology and forestry students in his popular undergraduate courses. His influence extended far
beyond the campus as he often addressed professional and civic groups, and he developed outreach programs through the College
as well as through the University of California’s interactive University Project.

Don received numerous honors throughout his distinguished career, including the UC Berkeley College of Natural Resources
Outstanding Teaching Award in 1995, the UC Berkeley Distinguished Service Award and the College of Natural Resources
Citation in 2003. He was perhaps most proud of being named the 2003 recipient of the Western Forest Insect Work Conference
Founder’s Award for Contributions to Forest Entomology. Don was an ardent participant in both the Western Forest Insect Work
Conference and the California Forest Pest Council. He greatly enjoyed these gatherings and served in virtually every capacity in
both organizations including Chair, Secretary, and Councilor in addition to his contributions on Special Committees, and as Local
Arrangements and Program Chair. Also, let it be not forgotten that he was a multiple recipient of the “Ethical Practices” award
given in past times by the Western Forest Insect Work Conference.

To many members of the Western Forest Insect and Western International Forest Disease Work Conferences, Donald Lee Dahlsten
was not only a teacher, mentor and colleague but also a dear and special friend. He will be sorely missed.

Tribute Prepared by Patrick J. Shea and Tom Eager and Presented on Tuesday April 27, 2005
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Tim Paine, Dezene Huber, Chris Fettig.
Standing: Pat Shea, Hadrian Merler, John Browning, Mike Albers, Dan Gilmore, Will Littke,
Detlev Vogler, Andrew Storer, Richard Reich

Sitting: Darrell Ross, Martin MacKenzie, Robert Gilbertson, Celia Gilbertson, Larry Meyer, Sheryl Costello,
Michele Eatough Jones, Shiroma Sathyapala, Ron Billings.
Standing: Danny Cluck, Nadir Erbilgin, James T. Blodgett, Dennis Haugen, Mary Ellen Dix,
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PROGRAM

Program: Fifth Joint Meeting of the Western Forest Insect and
Western International Forest Disease Work Conferences,
April 26-30, 2004, San Diego, California

Monday April 26

Arrival of attendees in San Diego

1:00-7:00 PM—Meeting registration (Pacific A/B Foyer)

1:00-5:00 PM—WIFDWC-Western disease steering committee meeting
(Porthole Room)

1:00-5:00 PM—WIFDWC-Nursery pathology meeting (Bay Room)

[2:00-5:00 PM—Pre-Meeting Field Trip of Port of San Diego Otay Mesa Cargo
Facility - Insect and Pathogen Detection-Office of Homeland Security
Meet at Hotel Lobby. Contact: Ellen Goheen]

Meeting Registration

4:00-5:00 PM—WFIWC executive business meeting (Embarcadero Room)
5:00-6:00 PM—WFIWC full business meeting (Embarcadero Room)
7:00-9:00 PM—Mixer (Harborside Room)

Tuesday April 27

7:00-8:00—WIFDWC Rust Committee Breakfast (Bay Room, B. Geils)
8:00-9:30—Plenary Session 1 (Pacific A/B)

Welcome to San Diego -- Sue Mason, San Diego Visitors and Convention Center
Organizational Welcome and Local Arrangements: Sheri Smith, USDA FS, Region 5

Keynote Address: Forest Health Issues in California: Where Have We Been and Where are We Going?
Mark Stanley, Chair, California Oak Mortality Task Force, and Asst. Dept. Director (Retired), California Department
of Forestry and Fire Protection.

9:30-10:00—Break
10:00-11:30—WFIWC and WIFDWC Plenary Sessions

WFIWC Plenary Session
(Pacific A/B)
WFIWC Founder’s Award Presentation:

A Tribute to Don Dahlsten
K. Gibson, Chair WFIWC Founder’s Award Committee; L. Caltagirone, L. Brennan, T. Eager, and P. Shea, speakers

WFIWC Student Award Presentation (Darrell Ross, presenter):

Awardee: Brian Aukema, Univ. of Wisconsin-Madison:“Impacts of predators on population dynamics and behavior of bark
beetle prey: Implications for biological control”

12



WIFDWC Plenary Session
(Pacific C)
2003 Outstanding Achievement Award Address—Everett Hansen
2004 Outstanding Achievement Award Presentation—G. Filip, D. Goheen, and S. Zeglen

Regional Status Reports—E. Goheen

11:30-1:00—Lunch
[11:30-1:00—WIFDWC Hazard Tree Committee Lunch (Bay Room, J. Pronos)]
1:00-2:30—Concurrent Workshops Session 1

Current status of entomological and pathological research in the national fire
and fire surrogate (FFS) study (Pacific A/B)
(C. Fettig, USDA FS Davis, CA and W. Otrosina USDA FS Athens, GA, co-moderators)

Induced insect and disease resistance in trees: Scientific curiosity or application of the future?
(J. Bohlmann, Univ. Brit. Columbia and P. Bonello, Ohio State Univ., co-moderators) (Pacific C)

Development and status of the US Forest Health Monitoring Program (Porthole Room)
(B. Tkacz, USDA FS Washington, D.C., moderator)

Disease and insect issues associated with the spruce-fir type in the Rocky Mtns.
(J. Negron, USDA FS Ft. Collins, CO and F. Baker, Utah State Univ., co-moderators) (Embarcadero Room)

2:30-3:00—Break
3:00-4:30—Concurrent Workshops Session 2

The national strategy on invasive forest insects and diseases (Pacific A/B)
(D. Thomas, USDA FS, Washington, D.C. and B. Illman USDA FPL, Madison, WI, co-moderators)

Wood-destroying organisms in the new millennium: Where have we gone since Bend 1989?
(M. Haverty, USDA FS, Albany, CA and Jessie Micales USDA FPL, Madison, W1, co-moderators)
(Embarcadero Room)

Evolutionary aspects of forest insect-fungus interactions (Pacific C)
(K. Klepzig, USDA FS, Pineville, LA, moderator)

Bugs, basidiospores, and fiber: The role of silviculture in maintaining healthy forests
(D. Gilmore, Dept. of For. Resources, University of Minnesota, moderator) (Porthole Room)
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Wednesday April 28

7:30-5:30—Field Trip: Disease, insect, and fire issues around Laguna Mountain, Cleveland National
Forest, San Diego Co. (Laura Merrill, John Pronos, John Wenz, co-organizers)

Two buses (Group A) will leave the Holiday Inn at 7:30 AM and two buses (Group B) will leave the Holiday
Inn at 8:30 AM. Both buses will participate in the same program; Group A will have lunch at Laguna
Campground (EI Prado), whereas Group B will have lunch at Desert View Picnic Area. Each stop and the
lunch break will last about one hour. Group A will return to the Holiday Inn at about 4:30 PM and Group B
will return about 5:30 PM.

Registration sheets for each group will be available at the registration desk.

STOP SUBJECT SPEAKERS
#1 — Graffiti Rock - Descanso RD resource management issues Tom Gillett
Background- Cedar Fire
- History of pest management in SoCal/ Laura Merrill
Laguna Mtn.
#2 — Burnt Rancheria - Jeffrey pine beetle Tim Paine, Diana Six
Campground - Dwarf mistletoe and hazard tree management John Pronos, Nancy Hoogerland
#3 — El Prado - Wood borers, 1ps spp., risk rating systems Dave Wood
Campground - Annosus root disease John Kliejunas
- Dwarf mistletoe pruning research Bob Scharpf
#4 — Paso Picacho - 2003 Fires: Fire ecology, management Rich Minnich
Campground and restoration Jim Dice- Cuyamaca Rancho SP
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Wednesday April 28

2004 WFIWC/WIFDWC Field Trip, Laguna Mountain, Cleveland National Forest
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The trip will start at the Holiday Inn in San Diego, proceed east on I-8 to the Sunrise Scenic Byway, north

along this scenic road to Hwy 79, south on Highway 79 through Cuyamaca State Park to I-8 and return to the
Holiday Inn.
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Wednesday April 28

7:00-9:00 PM—Poster Session—including a silent auction for the WFIWC Memorial
Scholarship Fund (L. Livingston) and “sweet treats.” (S. Smith, D. Cluck, H. Kearns,

and L. Livingston, Poster Session Organizers)
(Pacific A/B)

Thursday April 29

7:00-8:00—WIFDWC Dwarf Mistletoe Committee Breakfast (Bay Room, F. Baker)
8:00-9:30—Concurrent Workshops Session 3

Renewed research efforts on the application of verbenone and other
semiochemicals for reducing bark beetle-caused tree mortality
(C. Fettig, USDA FS, Davis, CA, moderator) (Pacific A/B)

What’s new in graduate school? Research presentations by students in entomology and pathology (T. Eager,
USDA FS, Gunnison, CO, moderator) (Embarcadero Room)

Pathological issues regarding broadleaf hosts
(W. Littke, Weyerhaeuser Res. Stn., Federal Way, WA, moderator) (Coast Room)

Multistate Research Project W-187: An example of an integrated approach to studying the impacts of insects
and diseases in forest ecosystems.

(B. Bentz USDA FS, Logan, UT and D. Six, Univ. of Montana, Missoula co-moderators) (Porthole Room)
9:30-10:00—Break

10:00-11:30—Concurrent Workshops Session 4

Biological control and forest pest management:

A tribute to Donald L. Dahlsten
(R. Luck, Dept. Entomology, UC-Riverside & S. Salom, Dept. Entomology, VPI, co-moderators)

(Pacific A/B)

What’s current in forest pathology in western North America
(K. Britton, moderator) (Coast Room)

11:30-1:00—Lunch

[11:30-1:00—WIFDWC Root Disease Committee Lunch (Bay Room, E. Goheen)]
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Thursday April 29

1:00-2:45—Plenary Session 2 (Pacific A/B)

Interactions of air pollution with forest health
M. Eatough-Jones and T.D. Paine, co-organizers

Introduction: Timothy Paine, Department of Entomology, University of California Riverside

Nitrogen deposition to western forests: sources and impacts, Abby Sirulnik, Department of Botany and
Plant Sciences. University of California Riverside

Physiological basis of ozone injury in pine, Nancy Grulke, USDA Pacific Southwest Research Station,
Riverside, CA

Tree diseases and mortality in California forests impacted by ozone, John Pronos, USDA FS FHP, RS,
Sonora, CA

Air pollution and insect herbivore communities, M. Eatough-Jones, Department of Entomology.
University of California Riverside

2:45-3:15—Group Photos (R. Billings and B. Woodruff, Photographers)
3:15-4:15—WFIWC Final Business Meeting (Pacific A/B)
3:15-4:15—WIFDWC Special Papers (Coast Room, W. Jacobi, Moderator)

3:15—R. Reich: Hyperspectral detection of the green attack stage of mountain pine beetle in BC.
3:35—J. Worrall: Fire regime condition classification: A new assessment method for federal lands and
its relationship to forest health.

4:00—K. Fields: Impact of Armillaria and Annosus root diseases on stand structure and down woody
material in a central Oregon mixed-conifer forest.

4:15—H. Maffei: Predicted and measured 10 year impacts of Armillaria root disease on forest structure,
density and fuel loading.

4:15-5:15— WIFDWC Final Business Meeting (Coast Room)

4:30—Fun Run (John Anhold, Organizer) or On Your Own
6:30-9:00—Banquet and Social Evening (Harborside)
6:30: No Host Bar; 7:00 Dinner

Presentation: “Have Camera, Will Travel: A Selection of Scenic Slides by Ron Billings.”
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Friday April 30

7:00-8:00—WIFDWC Nursery Pathology Committee Breakfast (Bay Room, D. Hildebrand)
8:00-9:30— Concurrent Workshops Session 5

Insect and disease issues associated with oaks in California
(P. Shea, USDA FS Davis, CA and D. Rizzo, UC-Davis, co-moderators) (Pacific A/B)

Disease, insect, and management issues associated with the pinyon-juniper type in the West
(B. Steed, USDA FS Ogden, UT and W. Jacobi, Colorado State Univ., Ft. Collins, CO, co-moderators)

(Coast Room)

Bark beetle prevention programs: New approaches and progress (R. Billings, Texas Forest Service, Lufkin, TX,
moderator) (Harborside Room)

Current research on sucking insects in North America
(A. Lawson, Fresno State, moderator) (Porthole Room)

9:30-10:00—Break
10:00-11:30—Plenary Session 3 (Conference Finale) (Pacific A/B)

Plenary Address: Ronald P. Neilson, Dept. of Botany and Plant Pathology, Oregon State University,
“Climate change and vegetative responses.”

Moderated Discussion: Everett Hansen, Oregon State University, Moderator

11:30-1:00—Lunch (on your own)

1:30 PM—Golf Tournament (Phil Mocettini and Tim McConnell, Organizers)

18



Chairperson’s Opening Remarks

Good morning and welcome to the Fifth Joint Meeting of the Western Forest Insect Work Conference and
Western International Forest Disease Work Conference.

My name is Steve Seybold with the USDA Forest Service Pacific
Southwest Research Station and I am one of two Co-Chairs on the
Program Committee for the meeting. Hadrian Merler of the B.C.
Provincial Forestry Service is the other co-Chair. Our committee has
worked hard to develop a program that we believe illustrates the
integrated nature of forest entomology and pathology in modern forest
health issues. This theme should be evident from our plenary sessions to
our workshops, field trip, and poster session as you will find that
wherever possible we have partnered up experts in forest entomology,
pathology, and other disciplines to help us discuss and understand new
approaches and complex problems.

As you glance through the program I think that you will see that although the meeting has a particularly
western flavor, we have also tried to address issues that are relevant and interesting to the forest health
professionals throughout North America. We hope to take a broad view this week as we learn the latest
about the Fire and Fire Surrogate Study, the Forest Health Monitoring Program, Multistate Research Project
W-187, and the US National Strategy on Invasive Insects and Fungi. We want to thank our colleagues from
work conferences in the northeastern, north central, and southern regions for joining us and bringing a
broader, national perspective to this meeting. We should also note that this meeting will host a gathering of
our foremost North American experts in wood products entomology and pathology, and that this marks a 15
year anniversary of a similar gathering in Bend, Oregon.

Finally, I want to acknowledge the efforts of our California forest health professional community for rising
to the challenge of hosting this meeting and leading its activities. I want to especially mention the efforts of
Sheri Smith, our local arrangements Chair, who has worked tirelessly on the preparation for the meeting.
We have also had superb leadership in planning and organization at the workshop, field trip, and plenary
session levels from the other USFS R5 forest health protection specialists, USFS PSW scientists, State of
California forestry professionals, and academic scientists from UC-Berkeley, Davis, and Riverside. At the
State level, Mark Stanley, who is the former deputy director of the California Department of Forestry and
Fire Protection, will soon provide an overview of the forest health challenges California has faced in recent
years, particularly with the arrival of exotic diseases such as pitch canker and sudden oak death.

Thanks to all of our California forest health crew in advance and thank you to my co-Chair, Hadrian Merler
and the rest of the Program committee.

So, I welcome you all to San Diego to enjoy this beautiful venue and what we hope will be a very
stimulating meeting. I encourage you to take time out from the organized activities to meet informally with
your professional friends and colleagues and to enjoy the scenery and sights around you. Don’t ditch all of
our sessions, but be sure to have some fun here in town!

To help you appreciate what you will see around you this week, I would like to introduce Sue Mason,
representing the San Diego Convention Center and Visitors Bureau, who will make us all aware of all of the
wonderful things that San Diego has to offer.
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Plenary Sessions
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PLENARY SESSIONS

Plenary Session |
Keynote Address

Forest Health Issues in California: Where Have We Been and Where are We Going?

Mark Stanley
Chair, California Oak Mortality Task Force

It is an honor to be asked to speak to this group. I have heard about your meetings and the group for the last
few years from some of the people that I have been working with and it is great to have the opportunity to
talk to you this morning.

A little about my background: I am currently the Chair of the California Oak Mortality Task Force. Prior to
that, I worked for the CDF for 30 years in a variety of positions from an engine captain to a forester on our
largest state forest in Northern California to a long time in a forest products utilization and marketing
program. I had the opportunity to coordinate the economic side of President Clinton’s Forest Plan for
California and to coordinate the Tahoe REGreen program to remove dead and dying trees in the Lake Tahoe
Basin. I retired as the Assistant Deputy Director for Resource Protection and Improvement where I was
responsible for forest pest program, cost share programs, urban forestry, state forests, nurseries, and about
anything that had to do with resource management.

While in this role I had the opportunity to work with very diverse and often very contentious groups.
Individuals that either came together willingly, or more commonly were put together and each wanted to get
their own way.

Because of this experience I was asked to get involved with the formation of a group that is now known as
the California Oak Mortality Task Force. I will talk more about this later.

When Steve called me and asked me to speak I told him that I would like to cover a couple of things. One
item is a short update on the status of Sudden Oak Death at a national level, as you will have the best talking
to you in the session on Friday. A second item is the general bark beetle problems here in California,
specifically San Diego, Riverside, and San Bernardino Counties. Again Don Owen will be talking about this
in more detail later in the week, so I don’t want to detract from Don. What I want to share with you in more
detail is different way of doing business.
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Sudden Oak Death update:

&

' Currently regulated counties and confirmed
wild land infections (red triangles).

Dead anoak in Big Sur (Montere C.) aove
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formed there were six known hosts, six 2004
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probably continue to change.

The bark beetle problem in southern California:

For many years now there has been a fire problem in California. This is particularly true in southern
California in the fall when the Santa Ana winds begin to blow. We have, as has the Forest Service and
every other fire agency, encouraged, cajoled, coerced, required, or whatever else we could do to have
people remove brush and fuel (trees) from around their homes. Most people see trees as trees, and not
as fuel or breeding grounds for insects and other pathogens, but as privacy screens, solitude or maybe
members of the family. In most cases people that were building homes in the mountains were escaping
the city and wanted privacy and the feel of the great outdoors. That means that trees were only
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removed to build the house, and decks were built around the trees. This is not unique to California, but
what is unique, is the fire weather we get and the numbers of homes that were being built in this
environment.

I am sure that the homeowner was thinking, what’s to worry about? They were protecting the trees by
not cutting them down and the Forest Service and CDF and county fire folks would always be there to
protect them from fire.

Well, a combination of drought, smog, paving, construction, etc. partnered up to put those trees at risk
and the events occurred that led to the bark beetle infestation that we see now. My phone in
Sacramento started ringing daily demanding that we remove all the infested or dead trees. After all,
we were the forestry department and they were trees, and they were also now recognized as a fire
problem. The very people that would not listen to us about removing trees during construction or
suggestions for maintaining tree health had now found religion. And it was now “our” responsibility
to act. They didn't care that we don't have money, crews, or the responsibility to remove their trees,
because they now posed a threat to them. I was also repeatedly told that we had to get the Forest
Service to cut all their trees down because the National Forest was obviously the breeding ground for
the bark beetles. These were probably some of the same folks that would have been laying down in
front of the bulldozers if the Forest Service had planned a forest heath project to thin an overstocked
stand to try and improve stand health.

A Mountain Safety Task Force was formed in the fall of 2003 to address the problem and it was
patterned after the California Oak Mortality Task Force. The focus was to get money to remove trees.
Unfortunately there was little state money readily available and so the federal agencies became their
target. It also became clear that the trees would not be removed quickly so they came up with an
escape plan as a priority for folks should the unthinkable happen, a fire in the area.

You will see some of the aftermath on Wednesday from the Cedar Fire that erupted in October 2003.
In the last week of October of 2003, southern California experienced the most devastating
wildland/urban interface fire disaster in its history. According to the California Department of Forestry
and Fire Protection, a total of 739,597 acres were burned, 3,631 homes were destroyed and 24 lives
were lost, including one firefighter. The aftermath of the fires saw even greater loss of life wherein 16
people perished in a flash flood/mudslide in an area of San Bernardino County due to the loss of
vegetation as a result of the fire.

The problem is not over. There are still hundreds of thousands of acres of dead fuel and the bug
populations are still there so there will continue to be more mortality. I wish I could say that the fire
weather that we had last year was a freak occurrence. Unfortunately it was not. There will be similar
conditions this year also and all it takes is an errant spark, lightning bolt, careless hiker, or an arsonist,
to see the same scenario happen all over again.

So what good will the Mountain Safety Task Force do? It will promote coordination between agencies
and groups to deal with issues that cross jurisdictions, boundaries, and responsibilities. It will not be
able to magically remove all of the trees or even stop the trees from being attacked by bark beetles. It
may actually be too late for this epidemic short of possibly reducing the loss of life and maybe getting
out in front of this somehow.
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A different way of doing business:

I would like to share with you a new way of doing business that seems to work. I have seen it work
with some of the most difficult and contentious people, groups, and agencies. It is not easy, as most
change isn’t. It is much easier for people to say, it’s too much work, it just won’t happen, or one that I
have heard for over 20 years. People fall back on logic. When asked why you don't do things a
different way we rationally think that if that easier, simpler and more logical way of doing business
was not already in place, then it either didn't work because someone before us had tried it, or there
were things that prevented it from happening. Therefore, because it was not being done, it is not
possible to do it.

I am here to tell you that, it is possible. It’s not easy, and it takes people that are willing to work at it
together for the common good.
It takes a number of things to have this new approach work.
1. You need a few people who can, and more importantly, want to work as a team.
You need those few folks who are leaders and you need at least one person with some clout.
You may need to work with some legislative types or at least their staffers.
You have to give up personal credit for any of the accomplishments of the group.
You will have to trust the other members of the team.
You have to have a logical plan to accomplish your goals.
YOU WILL HAVE TO NARROW WHAT YOU WANT TO ACCOMPLISH TO WHAT

Nowkwbd
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8. Most importantly the decisions have to be that of the group. You may have an idea of where
you will need to go or what needs to be done but it has to be a group decision. This will take
longer than you would like. Agreements from the group for support of the decision have to be
talked about and not assumed.

You need a few folks that have a vision of a workable plan who are willing to do a lot of behind-the-
scenes work initially and willing to do a lot of handholding and coaching. You have to have ALL the
key players at the meeting in the beginning. You will have to go with the ebb and flow of the group,
but still give some gentle direction toward a workable solution for the new organization.

Example: ICS (Incident Command System) vs. task force. Most emergency response agencies work
under some kind of ICS system where there are incident commanders, division group supervisors,
safety officers, liaisons, etc. This system works and works well in an emergency situation or even in a
system where there is a short deadline. It is difficult to use over a long drawn out time frame where
money is not endlessly available to address the threat.

When you work with scientists, researchers or non-emergency personnel the terminology can get in the
way. I think of George Carlin as he talks about the contrast between football and baseball. You kick
the football through the goal posts or break the goal line. In baseball you are rounding third and going
home. In football you tackle or knock him off his feet, in baseball to tag him out or drift over to catch
a fly ball. They are both games but the terminology for baseball is kinder and gentler that football and
therefore appeals to a different audience.

At our first organizational meeting of the task force, we heard a lecture for about an hour that laid out
the ICS system by a Chief in the fire service that was instructed to organize this effort under ICS. The
group saw org charts and heard all about the incident commanders or the unified command and the
division supervisors, etc. Finally one practitioner from the group got up and stated emphatically that
“We are not about to be commanded by anyone.” Silence fell on the crowd and the chief (incident
commander) had no response. After all, he was the commander and all were supposed to follow. The
silence became uncomfortable so I got up and said OK, what do you want if you don't want the ICS
system. Out came a picture of a beautiful oak tree with a main stem and lots of branches. Some of the
folks had already gotten together to discuss this and already had a plan. They wanted to have branches
and committees and working groups and a board of directors, not and incident commander, division
boss, operations section chief, etc.

So we set up a task force with a number of directors that represented the main and critical players in
the solution from a regulatory, resource, and knowledge perspective. At the time we had
representatives from CDF, FS, California Dept. of Agriculture, UC research (Entomology and
Pathology), and private sector land manager. We developed committees around the main areas of
concern and found the main people to chair and eventually co-chair the committees.

This was in August of 2000. Dave Rizzo (UC Davis) and Matteo Garbelotto (UC Berkeley) had just
identified the pathogen believed to cause the problem. This was in the news and people were
demanding that something be done to “cure” the trees. After all they were their prized possessions and
they were now a fire hazard or may fall on their houses.

We scheduled the first meeting of the task force and invited everyone who wanted to be a part of the
group from researchers and agency people, to homeowners. We had in the neighborhood of 250-300
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people there. Each committee chair made a short PowerPoint presentation about what they and their
committee had in mind. A recruitment speech if you will. All the members of the task force made a
presentation or were part of the presentation.

We did another thing. We made a template with the task force logo that everyone used as the
background for his or her presentation. It was subtle, but to the audience it gave the group an air of
unity, professionalism, and organization, an organization that they might want to be associated with.

The committee chairs then went to different corners of the room to talk to those that were interested in
joining their committees to see what they could do in their specific interest area. We organized as a
subcommittee of the California Forest Pest Council and therefore became a non-profit that you could
give money to.

We had very quickly developed credibility with the legislative staffers, with agencies, and the media,
and were able to respond quickly to information requests because we had all the principals around the
table.

Research at the University of California had developed a needs list for funding and research with some
numbers tied to it. This was done before the task force was formed.

I can remember sitting at my desk and getting a call from a legislator in Washington D.C. asking how
much money we needed. He was calling me not the other way around. He needed the number in one
hour. It was now or never. I made one phone call and we developed a budget with some numbers
around our committee structure. Research was a key component. We needed to know what this
pathogen was and its epidemiology before we could figure out how to combat it.

I gave him the dollar figure and the crisis was over, or so I thought. The next day he called back and
wanted the backup documentation for the numbers, particularly the research as that was in the 1
million dollar range. We had that information and the rest has been history. We have tried as a group
to think about the issues before they occur and discuss the options, both pros and cons. So that when
asked at a legislative hearing by a brilliant legislator "have you thought about....". You can
intelligently discuss that and move on. That impresses them that this group has been planning and is
working together. Another very strange thing happened at the state budget hearings. The people that
testified in favor of the funding among others were the California timber industry, California Farm
Bureau and the Sierra Club. All in support! One of the legislators asked, “Who is against this Bill?”,
and the response was no one. In disbelief she said, “What about the environmental community”? The
Sierra Club had just given their support. Legislators could not add their names to the bill as co-authors
fast enough. Something with no opposition to it? Where do I sign!?

Coordination seems like a simple thing. Send a few emails here and there and maybe a phone call
once in a while. It takes lots of care and feeding to maintain this kind of a group. Media
representatives will call and you need to be able to respond to them even though you may not want to.
Dealing with the press is not always a pleasurable experience. You will have to work with the all the
various agency public information officers and if possible have one be the lead person that will work
closely with the various agencies and groups for quotes and give the all important credit. Again this is
no small task.
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You will and should develop a list of goals or things that you want to accomplish. Develop two or
three main messages or issues and projects that you want to focus on. This is important for a number
of reasons:

1. Everyone involved will be able to focus on what the group wants to accomplish.

2. The group can speak with one voice on those issues are most important and EVERYONE has
agreed to work together on.

It is critically important to get one or more “quick wins” to reinforce the value of being involved with
the group. It may be getting some initial funding or as simple as having someone else deal with the
press, at least initially. This is very important, because in the beginning it will seem to take longer to
get things done as a group than if you just did it yourself. You will have to develop trust between the
primary group members. It will get to the point where as you communicate concerns from your
agency, group or department, then you and others in the group will also communicate the concerns
from the entire group.

Research is where we really did things differently. Funding came from the University of California,
from the USDA Forest Service, State and Private forestry, and from research and from the State of
California through the task force. How things normally worked in the past is that everyone would do
an RFP and fund their projects. We took a different approach. Between Forest Service research (the
Pacific Southwest Research Station), the University of California, and the task force we brought
together those who were not only already working on the problem but those that had to deal with the
problem in the field. We put together what was already going on and then identified the holes and the
areas of critical need. Then, a single focused RFP was developed to try and get researchers to
specifically answer those questions. This was not what a lot of folks in the research community were
used to, or wanted. Instead of saying I have money tell me what you want to do, we said we have
money and this is what we want to know. Another change was that instead of me doing an RFP and
Pat Shea doing an RFP and various others doing RFP’s and then trying to coordinate after the fact, we
did a single RFP. It also makes it easier for those submitting proposals to submit one to the group. We
even went one step further and transferred all of the funding to a single point, in this case PSW, i.e. one
set of forms, one administrator, and one coordinator. We had a panel review the proposals and then
the different funders as a group, made the determination of what would be funded. This way they did
not give up their fiduciary responsibility.

This process has worked well and we continue to use it, even as the funding sources have changed, the

same evaluation group has come together to make the recommendations for what research should be
funded.

These are just a few examples of how we have done things differently with success on the Oak
Mortality Task Force with a great deal of success.
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Sudden Cak Death

Basic Framework
People roust want and need to work together.
Get people who will lead and have horsepower.
Develop trust among the group.
Work at working with others.
Give up personal credit for the group’s credit.
Plan and narrow your goaks to something that
EVERY ONE can agree to.
Deckions have to be made by the group.

These elements are the basic framework for any
diverse group is you are going to have a productive
and successful group know matter what the issue is.
I have been involved in many groups with very
diverse and contentious if not polarized members. If
you use these basic principles you can be successful.
One of the most important elements is that those that
are helping to lead this have to want to make it work
and believe that it will. It is not and easy task and it
will take coaching and lots of behind the scenes
work at least in the initial stages. The last one of the
group making the decisions is really important so
everyone feels like they can own the decision. It will
seem slow but it is a critical element and long term
effectiveness of the group.

Sudden Oak Death

Having the right people is key.

Make sure that you include the key players and
have a place for everyone who wants to help.

If possib le, have someone to help coordinate and
do all the communications work.

Have a point of presence on the weh if possible.

Be patient it takes some longer than other io see
the henefit.

Be leaders!

The people that will help organize and leaf this
group are critical elements for success. Having the
right people is key having the right groups and
organizations from the beginning is extremely
important. In most cases everyone is already fully
employed if not overcommitted. If possible have
someone act as or hire someone to help coordinate
the group. Someone to take notes, organizing
meetings, set up calls, etc. These things don’t “just
happen.” Communications with the group is very
important to build trust and just for information
sharing, either through email or if possible through a
web site. Most importantly, as I said before, be
leaders and be patient.

I would like to challenge each of you as you go through the rest of the week and talk about the
problems and overwhelming tasks to be preferred and the myriad of road blocks and agencies
that you will have to deal with, to think about of doing things differently. It takes hard work and
determination and some discomfort to change “the way you have always done it.” If the “way
we have always done it” has not been all that effective in achieving long term solutions, then the
results of your efforts to change to a new way of getting things done will be worth any initial

discomfort.

Each of you can play a role in doing things differently, either as a leader of the group, or
supporting the efforts in finding the common ground, and applying your agencies or groups or
your personal resources and talents to the issue, in order to come up with positive, coordinated

solutions.
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Plenary Session |
WFIWC

WEIWC Founders’ Award Presentation:

A Tribute to Dr. Donald Lee Dahlsten (1933-2003),
2003 Founders’ Award Recipient

The Western Forest Insect Work Conference Founders” Award was established in 1991 to honor
individuals who have made outstanding contributions to forest entomology in western North
America. The award recognizes significant contributions in pest management, extension,
research, and teaching. First presented in 1991, to Mark McGregor, the award is given to but
one qualified nominee per year; however, an award is not necessarily presented every year.
Nominations are submitted by Conference members to the Founders’ Award Committee, and
nominations are voted on by members of the Committee. Since 1991, there have been 12
recipients. Professor Donald L. Dahlsten (UC-Berkeley) was our 11™ awardee.

Typically, the award recipient addresses the Conference the year following receipt of the award.
Don received the award at the 2003 Conference, posthumously—although he had been apprised
of his selection just prior to his untimely and unfortunate passing. It therefore became necessary
to depart from tradition somewhat; and a few of Don’s colleagues chose the following method of
paying tribute to him, in lieu of an acceptance address.

Hﬂm'ﬂlﬁﬂ
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Founders’ award ceremony Ken Gibson begins the ceremony Ken Gibson presents award
participants (L to R): Leo
Caltagirone, Tom Eager, Pat Shea,

Carol Wright, Janet Dahlsten
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Patrick Shea Leonard Brennan

Mrs. Janet Dahlsten accepts
Founders’ Award

A Panel Tribute to Don Dahlsten
Patrick Shea and Tom Eager, Co-Moderators

Dr. Donald Lee Dahlsten was the 2003 recipient of the Western Forest Insect Work Conference’s
Founders Award. A tribute to Don started with Tom Eager reviewing Don’s career as outlined in
the Founder’s Award nominating document. Tom had submitted Don’s nomination for the
award to the Committee.

Invited speakers were Dr. Leonard A. Brennan, Professor and Endowed Chair of Quail Research,
Texas A&M University at Kingsville, TX and Professor Emeritus Leopoldo Caltagirone,
Department of Entomology, University of California, Berkeley, who both reminisced about their
personal interactions with Don.

Dr. Brennan took the opportunity to describe the importance and singularity of Don’s career-long
research on the role of insectivorous birds in western forest ecosystems. He characterized Don’s
40 years of work using bird boxes to study food habits, foraging behavior and fledgling success
of the mountain chickadee in the Sierra Nevada as unprecedented and without peer.

Dr. Caltagirone chose to reminisce about his personal interactions with Don and emphasized
Don’s kindness and dedication to his students. Dr. Caltagirone related how Don took the time to
explain the intricacies of the National Football League and the importance of cheering for the
49’ers.

Pat Shea concluded the session by reviewing his relationship with Don on a professional and
personal basis and then ended by reading a tribute prepared by Pat and Tom Eager that was
entered in the notes from the Guadalajara WFIWC meeting and is presented on the first page of
this Proceedings.
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Research on Insectivorous Birds: A Few of Don Dahlsten’s Contributions

Leonard A. Brennan
Caesar Kleberg Wildlife Research Institute
Texas A&M University-Kingsville

Don Dahlsten was an entomologist with ornithological credibility. His credibility in the world of
ornithology was based on more than three decades of field research, and a series of resulting
publications, which examined relationships between forest insect populations and insectivorous
birds. Don’s contributions to insectivorous bird research culminated with invitations from his
ornithological colleagues to be a co-author of the mountain chickadee, Poecile gambeli, and
senior author of the chestnut-backed chickadee, Poecile rufescens, species accounts for the
acclaimed Birds of North America series (McCallum et al., 1999; Dahlsten et al., 2002; Figure
1). That the ornithological community invited Don to write these species accounts is clear
evidence he was held in high esteem by this group of scientists. In today’s world of hyper-
specialization in science, it is a truly remarkable accomplishment for someone to be recognized
as a leading expert on a topic outside of his or her primary area of investigation.

The purpose of this brief essay is to outline some highlights of Don Dahlsten’s research
on insectivorous birds. Although many of Don’s entomological colleagues knew that he had
long-term, ongoing projects on parids (chickadees and titmice), few understood or appreciated
the stature that he gained among ornithologists over the years. This paper provides an
opportunity to put this aspect of Don’s career in a perspective that can be appreciated by his
fellow forest entomologists. I will focus on these highlights of his work on chickadees as
predators of forest insects.

Chestnut-backed and Mountain Chickadees

Don’s projects on the chestnut-backed chickadee were initiated in 1973 in the Sierra Nevada and
expanded in 1979 to the San Francisco Bay Area. Don initiated his work on the mountain
chickadee in 1966 at a study area on the Modoc National Forest in northeastern California. Over
the years this project expanded to include study sites in the Sierra Nevada and Tehachipi
mountains. A common thread among these diverse study areas was a focus on diets of nestlings
by using Super-8 movie cameras to record prey delivered by adults. As a by-product of these
activities, which centered on grids of nest boxes, Don accumulated a tremendous amount of data
on the breeding biology of these two species of chickadees.

Don’s data on chickadee nestling diets were published in top-notch journals (see, for example,
Grundel and Dahlsten 1991; Table 1; Kleintjes and Dahlsten 1992; Table 2) His data on
breeding biology of chestnut-backed and mountain chickadees provided the foundation of these
topics in the Birds of North America accounts (McCallum et al., 1999; Dahlsten et al., 2002).
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Blodgett Forest Research Station

My initial interactions with Don took place from 1986 through 1989 at Blodgett Forest in El
Dorado County, California as part of the field research for my dissertation project at the
University of California, Berkeley. At Blodgett, both chestnut-backed and mountain chickadees
were present, which provided opportunity to study these species in a zone of sympatry. This was
an especially interesting topic because the chestnut-backed chickadee had expanded its

geographic range during the past 40 years, and now overlapped extensively with the mountain
chickadee.

During this time, we used the nest box grids as focal points for the study of differences in
vegetation structure around nest boxes occupied by these two chickadees at Blodgett. During the
breeding season, we also used nest boxes as foci for collecting extensive data on the foraging
dynamics of these species, and continued collection of these data through the nonbreeding season
by walking transects. Ultimately, a continuous set of foraging data spanning 34 months with
>1,300 focal animal observations were collected (Brennan et al., 2000).

The outcome of these studies was that chestnut-backed and mountain chickadees exhibited broad
overlap in their use of nest box sites (Figure 2; Brennan et al., 1999). The two species differed
greatly in their use of some tree species, and overlapped broadly in their use of others (Brennan
et al., 2000). For example, the foraging data showed that the chestnut-backed chickadee used
Douglas-fir, Pseudotsuga menziesii, and California black oak, Quercus kelloggii, significantly
more than the mountain chickadee. In contrast, the mountain chickadee spent significantly more
time foraging on ponderosa pine, Pinus ponderosa, and sugar pine, P. lambertiana, than the
chestnut-backed chickadee.

During the three breeding seasons of this study, both species of chickadees shifted their foraging
to include a major increase in use of white fir, Abies concolor (Figure 3), presumably in relation
to extraordinarily abundant bud-mining sawfly larvae. During the winter months, both species of
chickadees shifted their foraging to include a major increase in use of incense cedar, Calocedrus
decurrens (Figure 4), presumably in relation to an increase in population density of incense cedar
scale. In most areas of their geographic ranges during winter, chickadees are extraordinary
hoarders of seed foods in caches. We never observed chickadees hoarding food at Blodgett,
presumably because the incense cedar scale provided and abundant and reliable food source
through the winter.

The Tip of an Iceberg

This essay is just the tip of the iceberg with respect to Don Dahlsten’s contributions to the
ecology of insectivorous birds. A complete coverage of Don’s research on insectivorous birds
could fill an extensive book chapter or major review article in a scientific journal. In addition to
the few citations noted here, Don published many other articles and book chapters based on data
from his insectivorous bird research. Nevertheless, the common theme throughout Don’s work
in this field was that these were foundational studies grounded in a deep understanding of natural
history. This is intellectually significant because Don’s research on insectivorous birds was
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designed to lay the groundwork for future studies to ultimately tackle a grand question that has
evaded ornithologists and entomologists for decades: Can avian predation on forest insects act as
a mechanism to control pest outbreaks?

While it may be decades before this deceptively simple question is answered, Don’s research
identified critical links from tree substrates to arthropods to birds and how they prey on these
food resources in space and time. The foraging data from Blodgett set the stage for future
workers to tackle projects that will have a high probability of success for understanding the
functional and numerical responses of birds to white fir sawfly larvae and incense cedar scale.

Finally, one of Don Dahlsten’s most enduring legacies for insectivorous birds may be from data
not yet published. Don’s chickadee and titmouse banding data are among the longest strings of
such data ever collected. These data range from 22 to 35 years, depending on the study area.
Analysis of these data with contemporary mark-recapture techniques has the potential to be a
major contribution to ornithological and wildlife science.
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