
Minutes of Harvest Classification Committee 
Meeting #1, March 22, 2006 

Nutting Hall 204 
 
Attendance: Bob Wagner, Bob Seymour, Jeremy Wilson, Mike Saunders, Kenny 
Fergusson, Laura Kenefic, Doug Denico 
 
The committee defined the purpose of the proposed Harvest Classification System 
(HCS): 
 

Purpose:  Develop a method for classifying forest harvests that will improve 
communications among forest resource professionals.   
  

Potential other benefits include: 
1) Facilitate projections of future dynamics of Maine’s forests 
2) Facilitate habitat classification of Maine’s forests 
3) Improved interpretation of MFS harvest reports 

 
The committee further defined the desirable attributes of a Harvest Classification System 
(HCS) that would be desirable: 
 

Attributes: 
1. Simple 
2. Easy to use 
3. Objective (i.e., does not include “values” or “predictions” of future) 
4. Descriptive (i.e., does not include intention of harvest prescription) 
5. Avoids use of classical silvicultural terminology, which include intentions and 

generate public perceptions of “good” or “bad” harvesting 
6. Captures key characteristics of harvest for projecting stand dynamics (?) 
7. Used shortly after harvest while evidence is still visible 
8. Useful to practicing foresters 
9. Should be able to use FIA data to classify harvest (?) 

 
The committee spent most of the time identifying the key variables that would need to be 
included in a HCS: 
 

Scale of measurement – The committee felt that the HCS should describe the harvest 
effects at: 

• The scale of a forest stand, and  
• To trees >4 inches DBH 

 
Key Variables:  

• Preharvest forest type (H, S, SH, HS) and list top 3 species 
• Residual stand composition (H, S, SH, HS) and list top 3 species 
• Pattern of harvest - Dispersed vs. Aggregated (strip or patch or other)  



- [Other thoughts = Uniform vs. gap vs. strip (linear, grouped or  uniform 
OR aggregated or dispersed in terms of either residuals or removals) ] 

• Ending BA (<5, 5-30, 30-50, 50-70, 70-100, 100+) 
• % Removal w/trails (0-25, 25-50, 50-75,75-90, 90-100) 
• % Trails (5-10, 10-20, 20+) 
• Removal from upper, middle, lower 1/3 of DBH distribution  

- [or all DBH class (mean diameter change, above vs. below)] 
• Species or species groups selected for by the harvest? (Yes or No?) 

If Yes: Residual stand shift to Hardwood or Softwood 
• Tree regeneration >4.5’ tall abundant = present or absent 
• Tree regeneration <4.5’ tall abundant = present or absent 
• Other ideas: Quality or vigor of residual stand? 

 
Next steps: 
 
Wagner, Seymour, and Saunders to: 

• Organize categories into a reasonable format and develop a draft classification 
approach using the above key variables 

• Categorize stands from PEF study in a spreadsheet (see how archival types are 
classified) 

 
The next meeting will be April 11, 1-5 pm on the UMaine campus to review progress 
made to further develop the above ideas.  
 
Once the committee has a feasible classification scheme, we will develop a plan to field 
test it and expand the circle of reviewers. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 11:50 AM 
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