>>> Daniel Cassidy 03/14/05 07:19AM >>>

Morning Teams:

Attached is a series of logos designed by Alana Smith out of Bill Hubbard's shop. I would like to get feedback from each of you regarding what you like and do not like. We want the logo to be used by both teams to prevent end-user confusion.

I need to get your feedback ASAP. Our designer is leaving in a week for a new job and without her I fear we may be stuck with me working with the templates; a scary proposition considering I have trouble staying inside the lines when I color.

Thanks,

Daniel

Larry Biles

Daniel:  I vote for 8 or 9.

Thanks.

"Tat Smith" tat-smith@tamu.edu
I will not be able to view it until 20 March, Daniel. I'm on the road with only a handheld...

Tat

Matt Langholtz mateo@ufl.edu
Good morning Daniel,

About the logos, I might vote for number 10, but any would be fine, though I think some of the "o"s look wild.

<Please change my vote to number 9 (it emphasizes the solar aspect of bioenergy) and maybe more conservative "o"s in "woody".>
M

"STAUDHAMMER,CHRISTINA L" staudham@ifas.ufl.edu
I am with Larry on this.  The ones that have the doubly compound leaves (looks like hickory to me, but I am from the northwest!) might imply that we are focusing on hardwoods.  Number 9 is my vote, as it shows a (mixed?) forest - which may tell people that our project will involve more than just the plants.

Just my thoughts!

Christie

"Chyrel Mayfield" c-mayfield@tamu.edu
Daniel,

I still like 13 and 16.

Chyrel

"MONROE,MARTHA CARRIE" MCMonroe@mail.ifas.ufl.edu
Daniel -

These are creative and worth contemplating. I think it would be helpful if the deliverables committee identified the qualities and characteristics they are looking for in a logo. Will it take the place of the project name? If it goes in the corner of a document which will

have a title and the project name, would something like 8 or 9 be too wordy?

I like the forest/sun theme and agree that only pine needles or deciduous leaves are too limiting. But only trees and sun looks like we are just growing trees. Can we look at something that includes power lines or a harnessed energy symbol?  

As most of our deliverables team is at the WUI conference this week I don't expect they will be able to respond immediately. But don't worry about this falling to your designing skills. If we don't have something before Alana leaves we'll just be that much farther along when the next person picks it up.

It was great to meet you last week. Thanks again for coming down -

Martha
"Darwin Foster" darwinfoster@earthlink.net
Daniel

I prefer 8 & 9 of the suggested logos. However I'm not too excited about any of them. We need to find a better way to depict the forest biomass theme within the context of 8 or 9. Perhaps conifer and hardwood foliage in the background????

Darwin

"Jianbang Gan" J-Gan@silva.tamu.edu
Thanks for the creative work.  I like #9 and but I agree with Martha that we need to reflect the Energy theme as well.  Also I would like to keep the logo simple, as simple as possible.

Thanks,

Jian

Bill Hubbard

8-12 are fine.  I would remove the word biomass though and leave it more general as I think we are all sensitive to whether the term "biomass" adequately addresses what we are trying to accomplish.

Bill.

"Chyrel Mayfield" c-mayfield@tamu.edu
After seeing all the comments, I had this idea.

What would it look like if we took image #9, dropped the words woody biomass and just had the circle, sun, and forest. Add a small powerline or energy symbol behind the trees and then add a short slogan. Maybe we could use the "Wood for Energy" slogan that the Florida group has adopted (since this would be used by both teams).

Chyrel

"MONROE,MARTHA CARRIE" MCMonroe@mail.ifas.ufl.edu
Hey Daniel -

I think we are saying "Wood to Energy", and I think it does mean more to folks than "woody biomass" so if people like it, let's use it.

Wood FOR energy sounds like dedicated feedstock, or that we don't value forests for other things.

Good luck

Mm

Annie Hermansen ahermansen@fs.fed.us
Daniel - I think we need to talk sometime soon about the logos and the approach you are taking to get feedback. We are a little concerned about the way the way the creation of the logos has been approached. We understood that the deliverables team would come up with the design options (which means members from both teams - SFRP and ours) to then be presented to the whole group. I discussed this a little with Bill at the conference

but we didn't get into any depth. I think Ed, Bill, myself, you, and Larry should probably get on a call soon to avoid further confusion.

Thanks,

Annie

Annie Hermansen ahermansen@fs.fed.us
Daniel - I am back from the conference that Martha refered to in her message. I agree with her that this was to be a deliverables team effort so I am think we need to step back for a minute and have that group discuss before decisions are made. If this is truly to be a collaboration between the two teams (SFRP and our group) I think the logos need to be developed together.

Annie

