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ransition data are being refined.  An effort is underway to utilize 
forest growth and yield information generated with the Forest Vegetation Simulator 
(FVS) to refine the forest structure information in the VDDT state classes and transition 
rates for each of the modeled forest types.  This process is being coordinated through the 
Forest Management Service Center in Ft. Collins, CO and the PNW Research Station. As 
such, it is likely that re-evaluation and finalization of the Blue Mtns analyses will occur 
after the FVS work is completed and prior to the ODF statewide assessment. Further 
development of information processing tools to facilitate Blue Mtns model updating in 
the future is recommended.  
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