
Eastern Redcedar 
How do we answer the question of  stewardship in planning and 

planting conservation structures



Addressing the uncontrolled spread of  Eastern Redcedar 
through the Field Office Technical Guidelines

• Problem identified by the Conservation Partner’s Roundtable

• Eastern Redcedar Task Force Formed to look develop recommendations for 
education, management and policy

• NRCS Forestry Subcommittee and the NARD Conservation Tree Working 
Group joint meeting to investigate challenges and opportunities.



Developing Guidelines

• The Forestry Subcommittee 
recommended revising the existing 
NRCS Conservation Tree and 
Shrub Group Field Office 
Technical Guide



Conservation Tree and Shrub Group

• This FOTG provides 
recommendations for the planting 
of  trees or shrubs based on 
Vegetation Zone (which are based 
on precipitation)



Nebraska's Major Land Resource Area

• The revision recommendation was 
to look at recommendations based 
on the Nebraska's Major Land 
Resource Area.



The Proposed, Revised Conservation Tree and 
Shrub Group guidance



Recommended Guidance for the planting of  
ERC in at-risk landscapes

BLUE SHALE (R073XY001KS) https://esis.sc.egov.usda.gov/ESDReport/fsReport.aspx?approved=yes&id=R073XY001KS 
CLAY TERRACE R073XY006KS https://esis.sc.egov.usda.gov/ESDReport/fsReport.aspx?approved=yes&id=R073XY006KS
CLAY UPLAND R073XY007KS https://esis.sc.egov.usda.gov/ESDReport/fsReport.aspx?approved=yes&id=R073XY007KS 
GRAVELLY HILLS R0735XY010KS https://esis.sc.egov.usda.gov/ESDReport/fsReport.aspx?approved=yes&id=R073XY010KS 
LIMY UPLAND R073XY012KS https://esis.sc.egov.usda.gov/ESDReport/fsReport.aspx?approved=yes&id=R073XY012KS 
LOAMY LOWLAND R073XY013KS https://esis.sc.egov.usda.gov/ESDReport/fsReport.aspx?approved=yes&id=R073XY013KS
LOAMY TERRACE R073XY014KS https://esis.sc.egov.usda.gov/ESDReport/fsReport.aspx?approved=yes&id=R073XY014KS 
LOAMY UPLAND R073XY012KS https://esis.sc.egov.usda.gov/ESDReport/fsReport.aspx?approved=yes&id=R073XY015KS 
SANDY LOWLAND R073XY023KS https://esis.sc.egov.usda.gov/ESDReport/fsReport.aspx?approved=yes&id=R073XY023KS 
SHALLOW LIMY R073XY028KS https://esis.sc.egov.usda.gov/ESDReport/fsReport.aspx?approved=yes&id=R073XY028KS 

A review of rangeland resources within the Rolling Plains and Breaks Major Land Resource Area has shown that the following 
ecological sites have been listed as at-risk to cedar encroachment.
  
When planning a conservation tree planting project you must always consider landowner goals and the purpose that the tree 
planting project will serve.  When working with landowners who have lands in the ecological sites listed below it is 
recommended that you make them aware of and suggest alternative species listed in this document on rangeland, pastureland 
and hayland or crop ground adjacent to these lands.  If there are no reasonable alternatives that will help them achieve their 
goals then suggest that they consider limiting the use of cedar by alternating with Rocky Mountain Juniper in the row or by 
replacing one row of cedar with two rows of a suitable pine or spruce species.



State and Transition Diagrams

• The at-risk site are specifically identified in 
the Ecological Site Guides.

• Where Eastern Redcedar is identified as a 
threat to grassland, rangelands and / or 
pasture land they are included in the 
revised FOTGs

• The Ecological Site Descriptions are 
still being developed and are an 
imperfect tool at this time.  As we roll 
this out we will learn about additional 
at-risk areas we will want to include.



Looking for alternatives
Revised Conservation Tree and Shrub Groups refined by MLRA

Tree\Shrub Type Species 20-YEAR HEIGHT (ft)
Vegetation Zone 1

MATURE Height/SPREAD (ft)
Vegetation Zone 1

20-YEAR HEIGHT (ft)
Vegetation Zone 2

MATURE Height/SPREAD (ft)
Vegetation Zone 2

CONIFEROUS SHRUBS Juniper, Common 
(Prostrate) 1/               
Juniperus communis

4-7 4-7/15 4-7 4-7/15

CONIFEROUS TREES Baldcypress
Taxodium distichum

Not 
Recommended

Not 
Recommended 20-25 25-30/20

CONIFEROUS TREES Fir, White
Abies concolor

Not 
Recommended

Not 
Recommended 20-25 30-45/30

CONIFEROUS TREES Juniper, Rocky Mountain 1/
Juniperus scopulorum 10-20 15-25/15 10-20 15-25/15

CONIFEROUS TREES Pine, Austrian
Pinus nigra 5-20 30-50/20-30 15-30 30-55/20

CONIFEROUS TREES Pine, Eastern White
Pinus strobus

Not 
Recommended

Not 
Recommended 25-30 35-40/20

CONIFEROUS TREES Pine, Jack
Pinus banksiana 15-20 30-40/15 15-20 35-45/15

CONIFEROUS TREES Pine, Limber 1/
Pinus flexilis 10-15 25-40/15 10-15 25-45/15-20

CONIFEROUS TREES Pine, Ponderosa 1/
Pinus ponderosa  15-25 30-50/20 15-30 30-55/20

CONIFEROUS TREES Pine, Southwestern White 1/  
Pinus strobiformis 15-25 30-50/20 15-30 30-55/20

CONIFEROUS TREES Redcedar, Eastern 1/
Juniperus virginiana  10-20 20-25/15 10-20 20-25/15

CONIFEROUS TREES Spruce, Colorado Blue  
Picea pungens 15-20 25-35/20-30 15-20 30-40/20-30

CONIFEROUS TREES Spruce, Norway                 
Picea abies

Not 
Recommended

Not 
Recommended 25-30 30-40/20

CONIFEROUS TREES Spruce, White
Picea glauca (variety Black Hills) 15-20 25-35/15 20-25 30-40/20



Development and Comment Process

• Nebraska Forest Service (August 9th)
• NRD Managers (August 30th)
• Conservation Tree Working Group (September 7th)
• NRD Annual Conference (September 27th)
• NRD Tree Planter’s Roundtable (October 4th)
• NRCS Forestry Subcommittee (November 17th)
• NRCS State Technical Committee (December 1st)



Implementation

• NRCS will be looking at additional criteria both in the FOTG documents but 
also possibly as internal policy to help ensure that there are not wide scale 
inconsistencies in how conservation planners are providing alternatives to 
producers, especially when combined with financial incentives through Farm 
Bill conservation programs. 



Recommendation

• The forestry Subcommittee is bringing forward a motion to the state technical committee to adopt the 
revised conservation tree and shrub field office technical guide for implementation.

• The Subcommittee acknowledges that we will need to refine this tool and develop “risk ratings” for 
ecological site to provide resource professionals with a better sense of  when recommendations for alternate 
species would be more important.  

• However, we feel that we need to roll this out and get feedback from NFS, NG&PC, NRCS and NRD staff  
about the value and utility of  the revised FOTG.  

• DuPlissis will develop an evaluation plan for the committee’s approval at a later meeting. 



Questions?
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