
































World Cup
Forest Health Tour

By Gerard Hertel, Asst. Director, Forest Heaith & Management,
USFS State & Private Forestry

The World Cup Tour ended on July 12, 1998, the day
that France, the host country won it all! The same day Mr.
Guy Landmann, Forest Health Department Head, Ministry of
Agriculture and Fisheries, Paris, France and Ms. Marie-Reine
Fleisch, Forest Health Regional Technical Center Head,
Orleans arrived in Philadelphia to spend a week exchanging
forest health issues with SAF member Gerry Hertel.

Television scenes confirmed that the celebration over the
World Cup Championship was perhaps the greatest street
celebration in Paris since that city’s liberation in 1945. The
forest health tour group held its own Philadelphia celebration,
somewhat smaller than the one on the Champs Elysees.

The group did get to discussing and viewing examples of
a comprehensive approach for protecting the health,
productivity and biodiversity of forests. This included the
inspections (at the Port of Philadelphia) of wood products
being imported into this country for non-native insects and
pathogens, standardized insect and disease surveys, forest
health monitoring plots, insect control programs and the
stewardship and urban and community programs.

The French visitors were also hosted by the PA Bureau
of Forestry at two Stewardship properties in PA (Snyder’s &
Carbaugh’s), and the Northeast PA Urban Forestry Project in
Scranton. The NJ Bureau of Forest Management and
Agriculture’s Bureau of Biological Control, the Grey Towers
National Historic site, the NY Urban Forestry Council, and
USDA’s Animal & Plant Inspection Service were tour stops.

There are over 35 million acres of forests in France with
136 species of trees (41% are oak). 25 million acres are
owned by 3.8 million owners; 60% of the forests are divided
into plots of more than 25 acres. The French government
owns and manages 12% of the forests and communities own
18%. Altogether, the French forests put on twice as much
growth as is harvested and over 200 million visitors come to
the forest each year. 4

New Graduate Watershed
Option at Penn State

By Kerry L Wedel|, Center Director,
\Watershed Stewardship, Penn State University

The Center for Watershed Stewardship is a new initiative
in graduate studies at Penn State University, supported
through a partnership with the Howard Heinz Endowments
of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. The purpose of the Center is to
educate a new generation of professionals, able to develop
and implement interdisciplinary team-based solutions to
complex water resource issues within a watershed
framework.

An interdisciplinary graduate-level curriculum in
watershed stewardship will be provided through a
collaborative effort between the Department of Landscape
Architecture and the School of Forest Resources. Students
are currently admitted to the Graduate Option in Watershed
Stewardship through the graduate degree programs of those
academic units. The Center will also offer continuing
education short courses and seminars for practicing
professionals and community leaders on a variety of
watershed topics, beginning in the Spring of 1999.

The program is offered exclusively to a 20-student class,
which will pursue the program together for two years. In the
second year they will participate in actual watershed planning
projects, called “Keystone Projects,” addressing local
watershed issues with local Pennsylvania communities.

Fellowships and other assistance are available for
selected students; the Center is currently seeking prospective
students for Fall 1999. For further information about the
Center’s programs contact:

Kerry Wedel

Ferguson Building

Pennsylvania State University

University Park, PA 16802

phone (814) 865-3334;

e-mail klw14@psu.edu or visit the website at

www.larch.psu.edu/watershedstewardship.html 4
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A Letter To: December 25, 1998
PA SAF Division Members and Foresters Throughout the State

Fellow foresters,

Merry Christmas and hopes for the new year. 1999 looms as a crossroads for the Pennsylvania Division, indeed in my
mind, for the forestry profession in the state. Depending upon which fork in the road we take, it could be a banner year or
a disappointment. Some of us are excited about our first real opportunity in over 35 years to actually introduce legislation
calling for the registration and licensing of foresters in Pennsylvania. If successful, we would join 14 other states,
including two of our sister states in the Allegheny Society, that provide that protection for the public and the resource.

This effort will be time consuming and costly, but it will be helped greatly by the kindness of an anonymous donor
who is challenging members and friends to match dollar-for-dollar up to $10,000, to provide funds to promote forester
licensing. But as we work toward this goal it is important to first look back and understand what brought us to this point.

The PA Division has become deeply concerned that in recent years more and more individuals and firms with little or
no education or experience in forestry, are portraying themselves to be foresters and are offering “forestry services” to
landowners.

Sustaining the valuable hardwood forest resource in Pennsylvania is a complex problem as we all know. The
relationships involved in tending stands, reproduction harvests and protecting the land base, compounded by high deer
populations and ferns, requires state-of-the-art science and experience.

In an effort to address practice by unqualified individuals, and questionable practice by qualified individuals, an SAF
initiative resulted in the formation of a study committee in 1994. Certain non-forester representatives of the forest
products industry raised objections that they were not adequately represented, but SAF by-laws specifically prohibited the
formation of SAF committees on the basis of employment rather than membership.

Once the committee took a position in support of seeking registration and licensing legislation, an informational
meeting was held in State College to discuss the pros and cons of the issue. As a result, SAF members were then
canvassed by secret written ballot, 62% of which were returned and 68% of those in favor of pursuing forester
registration and licensing in Pennsylvania — an obvious veto-proof mandate.

Because of the concerns of industry, or more specifically the Hardwood Lumber Manufacturers Association (HLMA),
I have personally tried as both an SAF and PCPF officer to facilitate a dialogue between the two parties:

o 1994 - with representatives of Weaber Lumber Company
1995 - an appeal in the Summer issue of The Allegheny News
1996 - an August letter to Proctor and Gamble foresters
1997 - a June letter to the national office of AF&PA
1998 - an April correspondence with PA SFI
1998 - during the August Legislative Task Force meeting
1998 - in a September meeting between PCPF and HLMA

As a way of finding common ground between HLMA and PCPF, I have also recommended to HLMA, before the
September meeting, that we engage the services of a professional facilitator in natural resource conflict resolution. HLMA
declined. .

Details of PCPF’s proposed “Forester Accountability Amendment Act” to the long standing PA Registration and
Licensing Act is misunderstood by those in opposition. In fact it was a disappointment at the legislative hearing that ‘only
two of some 30 industry representatives indicated that they had read the proposed legislation. Similarly at the September
meeting with HLMA, only two of the five HLMA members indicated that they knew what the proposed legislation
contained.

Quickly reviewing what the legislative proposal does and does not do:

. It joins foresters with three other professions, engineers, surveyors and geologists, under an existing Board.
Uses SAF terms to define “forestry” and the “practice of forestry”.
Establishes educational and experience requirements (which also allows for Forest Technicians to be licensed).
Provides for continuing education
Establishes a 2-year “grandfathering” period for those that meet the educational and experience requirements.
. Specifically exempts from licensing, procurement activities of sawmills and individuals managing their own land.
I hope in the weeks and months ahead, foresters here in Pennsylvania (as well as those in adjoining states who
practice across state lines) will obtain a copy of the proposed legislation and make a point to attend informational meetings
on the subject. Some of us may be quite comfortable in our personal professional situations, but it may take sacrifice to
support this licensing effort in 1999 — we all need to get involved, speak out, contact our legislative representatives, and
provide financial support.

SRRl SR

Robert J. LaBar, PA SAF Division Chair
(717) 775-9741
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Tick Associated Diseases

By Kirby C. Stafford Il

Dept. of Forestry & Horticulture
P.O.Box 1106

Connecticut Agricultural Exp. Station
New Haven, CT 06504

Lyme Disease

Lyme disease is caused by the
spirochete Borrelia burgdorferi, a
corkscrew-shaped bacterium. It is
associated with the bite of certain
Ixodes ticks, particularly the

burgdorferi and the incidence of Lyme
disease in Connecticut each year
during the period from 1989-1997
(Figure 2).

Symptoms of Lyme Disease:
Localized infection - Approximately
60-80% of patients develop a red rash
(erythema migrans) within a few days
to several weeks (typically 8-9 days)
after the tick bite. The rash gradually

All age groups are affected by Lyme

disease, but the greatest incidence has
been in children under 14 years and !
adults over 40 years of age.

Disseminated infection - Days or weeks
after the tick bite, multiple rashes,
migratory joint and muscle pain (also
brief, intermittent arthritic attacks),
debilitating malaise and fatigue,
neurologic or cardiac problem may
occur. Neurologic symptoms

2508 ) can include paralysis of facial
3104 muscles (Bell’s palsy), and
3000 meningitis (fever, stiff neck,
2500 1 and severe headache). A year
2080 4 or more after the tick bite,
1500 - symptoms of persistent
1000 infection may include
500 - 0 numbness or tingling of the
0 2 extremities, disturbances in
14984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1980 1899 1992 1993 1934 1935 1936 1997 memory, mood or sleep, and
chronic arthritis (typically the
Figure 1. Number of reported cases of Lyme diseasa in Connecticut, 1984-1997 (Data courtesy of CDPH). large joints, especially the
There was no survelilance for Lyme diseass in 1686. knee). The course and
Lyme disease was made a reportable diseass in Connecticut in July 1987. . . .
severity of Lyme disease is

blacklegged tick, Ixodes scapularis
(formerly known as the deer tick, /.
dammini). This disease, first recognized
from a cluster of arthritis patients in the
area of Lyme, Connecticut in 1975,
occurs mainly in the northeastern, mid-
Atlantic, north central states, and in
California. In 1996, there were 16,461
cases of Lyme disease reported to
Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC), an increase of 41%
over 1995.

In Connecticut, a total of 3,104 and
2,297 cases of Lyme disease were
reported for 1996 and 1997 respectively
(Figure 1). This probably represents, at
best, only 16% of the diagnosed cases in
the state based on a study of physician
reporting in 1992 by the
Connecticut Department of Public
Health (CDPH). The incidence of
Lyme disease in Connecticut (94.8
cases per 100,000 population) in
1996 was the highest in the
United States. Scientists at the
Connecticut Agricultural
Experiment Station (CAES) and
epidemiologists at CDPH have
found a close association between
the abundance of I. Scapularis
nymphs infected by B.

expands over a period of a week or
more. Rashes vary in size and shape,
and may occur anywhere on the body,
although common sites are the thigh,
groin, trunk, and armpits. Many
rashes reach about 6 inches in size, but
some can expand to 8-16 inches or
more. The rash often remains red, but
swelling, blistering, scabbing or
central clearing may occur, resulting in
a “bulls-eye” appearance. The rash
may be warm to the touch, but it is
usually not painful. Mild nonspecific,
fiu-like symptoms may be associated
with the rash. In most cases,
symptom onset occurs during the
summer months when the nymphal
stage of Ixodes is active (Figure 3).

100

variable. There may be no early
symptoms, only the rash, or arthritic or
nervous system problems may be the
first or only sign of Lyme disease. R

Diagnosis: Consult a physician if you
suspect Lyme disease. Lyme disease
may be difficult to diagnose because its
symptoms and signs vary among
individuals and mimic those of many
other diseases. Conversely, other
arthritic or neurologic diseases may be
misdiagnosed as Lyme disease. A blood
test to detect antibodies to Lyme
disease spirochetes can aid in the
diagnosis of Lyme disease. However,
current tests are not reliable enough to
be used as the sole criterion for a
diagnosis, especially during the early
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Figure 2. The abundance of infected nymphal . Scapularis coflected from East Haddam, Lyme, and Old
Lyme, CT, and the incidence of Lyme disease in CT, 1988-1897.
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Figure 3. Reported cases of Lyme disease in Connecticut by month of onset, 1994 (Data courtesy of COPH).

stages of the disease. Reliability of the
test does improve in later stages of the
disease, although inaccurate results may
still occur. Patients are known to have
a positive test for years after successful
treatment.

Treatment: Lyme disease is treated
with several antibiotics, including
tetracycline, doxycycline, amoxicillin,
penicillin, and ceftriaxone. Early
treatment can prevent the later
symptoms of Lyme disease from
developing. Oral antibiotics are
effective in treating most cases of Lyme
disease, but antibiotics may be given
intravenously in severe cases. Patients
treated in the early stages of the disease
usually recover rapidly and completely.
Full recovery is possible for patients
treated in the later stages of the disease.
For an unknown number of patients,
however, signs and symptoms of
persistent infection may continue or
recur. Persons can be re-infected and
develop Lyme disease with subsequent
tick bites, requiring another

course of treatment.

difference that may be due to how
cases of Lyme disease were monitored
in the two clinical trials. Soreness at
the injection site was the most
common reaction. Vaccinated
subjects who developed definite cases
of Lyme disease had lower antibody
titers than (other) vaccinated subjects.
High levels of the OspA antibody are
required in vaccinated people, because
antibodies circulating in the blood
eliminate the spirochetes in the feeding
tick. The duration of immunity and
therefore, frequency of additional
booster must still be determined.
Young children and adolescents (<15
years of age) were not included in
these trials.

Lyme disease in animals: Dogs, cats,
horses, and cows can also contract
Lyme disease. Lameness, fever,
reduced appetite, and a reluctance to
move are the usual symptoms in these
animals. Animals are treated with
antibiotics. A canine vaccine is

Animals may carry ticks into the
home, or outdoor activities with
animals may increase the exposure of
pet owners to tick habitat.

Babesiosis

Babesiosis is a malaria-like illness
caused mainly by Babesia microti, a
rodent protozoan parasite of red
blood cells. Signs and symptoms
include fever, chills, headache,
fatigue, muscle pain, and anemia.
This protozoan is spread by the bite
of the blacklegged tick Ixodes
scapularis, and occasionally by blood
transfusion. Human babesiosis has been
recognized since the 1960’s in parts of
Massachusetts (particularly Nantucket
and Martha’s Vineyard), and parts of
Long Island, New York. The first
Connecticut case of human babesiosis
was reported from Stonington in 1988.
From 1988 through 1997, 172 cases of
babesiosis were reported to the
Connecticut Department of Public
Health (Figure 4), most of which were
reported from residents of New London
County.

Infection usually produces no or
mild symptoms in healthy children and
adults, but all ages can be affected. The
disease can be severe or fatal in the
elderly, immunocompromised, and
people without spleens. Untreated
infections may persist for months or
years. The greatest incidence of clinical
babesiosis occurs in those older than 70
years of age, but people 40 to 70 years
old are also commonly affected.

. . 60
Human vaccine: A human vaccine
may soon be available. Recent o 0
reports in the New England 9 40
Journal of Medicine on large-scale & 54 |
human trials of two different ‘5
vaccines containing outer-surface & 2 | 8
protein A (OspA) of the 101 4 4 3
spirochete suggests that a Lyme 0 s BE , Em T
disease vaccine could help in the 1988 1989 1930 1991 1992 1893 1994 1995 1936 1997
prevention of Lyme disease. In ,
the trials, the vaccines were given Flgure 4. Number of reported casas of human babaesiosis in Connecticut, 1988-97 (Data courtesy CN
with 2 initial doses one month Dept. of Public Heath).
apart, followed by a third booster

12 months after the initial vaccination.
With only 2 doses, the efficacy of the
two vaccines was reported to be only 49
and 68% respectively. Vaccine efficacy
was 76 and 92% after the third dose, a

available. Consult your veterinarian
about the prevention and treatment of
Lyme disease in your animals. The
extent to which pet owners may be at
increased risk of tick bite is unknown.

Co-infection by the agents for babesiosis
and Lyme disease can result in more
severe illness and overlapping clinical
symptoms. Babesiosis is usually treated

(Continued on page 18)
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(Continued from page 18)

(83% of cases), and rash (78% of
cases). The rash may include the palms
(50% of cases) and soles of the feet.
Most cases occur in the summer months
(Figure 7). Prompt antibiotic treatment
for suspected cases of RMSF is
important, as RMSF can be fatal in
15-20% of untreated cases. Delays in
diagnosis because of the absence of the
rash or failure to note a history of tick
bite could be serious. In recent years,
about 1-4% of cases in the U.S. were
fatal. A diagnosis may be confirmed by
antibody tests.

12

corresponding slurred speech, and
finally shallow, irregular breathing.
Failure to remove the tick can result in
death by respiratory failure. Most
cases of tick paralysis are caused by
the Rocky Mountain wood tick in
northwestern states, but the American
dog tick can also cause tick paralysis.

Tularemia

The causal bacterium, Francisella
tularensis, is transmitted mainly by the
bite of several species of ticks and
contact with infected animals. The
disease may be contracted while
handling carcasses of infected animals

from the central states of Missouri,
Arkansas, and Oklahoma. The number
of cases has declined over the past
several decades. An average of 146
cases was reported annually from 1990
to 1994, the last year national records
were kept. Reports of this disease are
uncommon in New England states.
There were 2 cases reported from New
York (Long Island) in 1993. In 1994,
there were 2 cases reported from New
York and 1 case from Massachusetts.
The ticks associated with tularemia
are the American dog tick, D.
variabilis, lone star tick, 4.
americanum, and Rocky
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Flgure 7. Reported cases of Rocky Mountain spotted fever in Connecticut by month on onsat, 1983-93
(Data from Connecticut Epidemiologist, Connecticut Department of Public Health, usad with permission).

Tick paralysis

The feeding by certain
Dermacentor ticks can cause a
progressive paralysis, which is reversed
upon removal of the tick. Recovery is
usually complete. The paralysis is not
caused by a disease pathogen, but by a
toxin. Paralysis begins in the
extremities with a loss of coordination.
It progresses to the face with

The True Story of the Pulaski Fire Tool

(i.e. skinning infected rabbits), eating
insufficiently cooked meat of an
infected animal, bites of infected
animals, drinking contaminated water,
inhalation of contaminated dust,
contact with other contaminated
materials, or the bite of some deer
flies and horse flies. This disease
occurs throughout the United States,
but most cases have been reported

Mountain wood tick, D.
andersoni. Most cases accur in
the summer (May-September) and
are associated with a history of
tick bite. The clinical
presentation of tularemia depends
upon the route of infection. With
infection by tick bite, an ulcer
often occurs at the site of the bite
with possible swelling of the
regional lymph nodes. Fever is
the most commonly reported
symptom with tularemia.
Diagnosis can be confirmed by an
antibody test. The drug of choice in the
treatment of tularemia is streptomycin
or gentamicin. Tetracycline or
chloramphenicol may also be used, but
they are less effective and relapses occur
more frequently. 4

* Reproduced in The Allegheny News
with the author'’s permission.

By James B. Davis, Research Forester, USDA Forest Service, Forest Fire and Atmospheric Sciences Research, Washington, DC*

Fire Management Notes
1986 Volume 47, Number 3

The nickel-plated pulaski looks as
good as new in its glass-fronted Collins
Tool Co. display case at the Smithsonian
Museum of Arts and Industry in
Washington, DC. Surrounded by
equally shiny cutting tools of all
description, the pulaski was first put on
display at the Nation’s Centennial
Exhibit in Philadelphia in 1876.

Conventional wisdom holds that the
pulaski fire tool was invented by
Edward C. “Big Ed” Pulaski in the

second decade of the 20® century. Ed
Pulaski, a descendant of American
Revolution hero Casimir Pulaski, was
a hero of the Great Idaho Fire of 1910,
leading his crew to safety when they
became imperiled. He was also one of
a group of ranger tinkerers who
struggled to solve the equipment
problems of the budding forestry
profession. However, the pulaski tool
on display at the Smithsonian must
have been made when Big Ed was no
more than six years old!

In the early days of forestry in this

country, fire tools were whatever
happened to be available. The earliest
methods of firefighting were confined
mostly to “knocking down” or “beating
out” the flames, and the tools used in
the job were simple and primitive. The
beating out, when such an approach was
possible, was often accomplished with a
coat, slicker, wet sack, or even a saddle
blanket. A commonly used tool was a
pine bough cut on arrival at the fire
edge (4).

(Continued on page 20)
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Soon farming and logging tools,
available at general and hardware stores,
came into use. These included the
shovel, ax, hoe, and rake - all basic hand
tools developed over centuries of
manual labor. Even after firefighting
became an important function of
forestry agencies, these tools were
accepted as they were, wherever they
could be picked up, and little thought
was given to size, weight, and balance.
There appears to be no record of the use
of the Collins Tool Company pulaski for
fire control. Most likely, it was sold to
farmers for land clearing and may have
been forgotten by the late 1300’s (2).

With the advent of the USDA
Forest Service and State forestry
organizations, a generation of “ranger
inventors” and tinkerers began to
emerge. It became apparent that careful
selection and modification was essential
for efficient work and labor
conservation. In the early days when
almost everybody and everything had to
travel by horseback, transportation was
a particular problem. For years
foresters worked on the idea of
combination tools. Most of the attempts
were built in home workshops, and most
“went with the wind.” Two important
survivors, now in general use, are the
McLeod tool, a sturdy combination of
rake and hoe, and the combination of
axe and mattock. The McLeod was
probably the first fire tool to be
developed. It was designed in 1905 by
Ranger Malcolm McLeod of the Sierra
National Forest.

Who first invented the ax-hoe
combination and used it for firefighting
is a matter of minor dispute. Earle P.
Dudly claims to have had a pulaski-like
tool made by having a lightweight
mining pick modified by a local
blacksmith. He says he used the tool for
firefighting in the USDA Forest
Service’s Northern Rocky Mountain
Region in 1907. Dudly was well
acquainted with Ed Pulaski, and the two
had discussed fire tools.

Another account of the origin of the
pulaski is that William G. Weigle,
Supervisor of the Coeur d’Alene
National Forest, thought of the idea -
but not for firefighting (5). Rangers Ed
Pulaski and Joe Halm worked under him
(all three became heroes of the Great
Idaho Fire) at Wallace, ID, then

headquarters for the Coeur d’Alene
National Forest. At the time, plans
were being made for some
experimental reforestation, including
the planting of pine seedlings. As
supervisor, Weigle planned the job, he
decided a new tool was needed to help
with the planting as well as other
forestry work. He decided ona
combination of ax, mattock, and
shovel. One day in late 1910 or 1911,
Weigle sent Rangers Joe Halm and Ed
Holcomb to Pulaski’s home blacksmith
shop to turn out a combination tool
that might replace the mattock that
was then in common use for tree
planting. Halm, with Holcomb
helping, cut one blade off a double-
bitted ax, then welded a mattock hoe
on at right angles to the former blade
position. He then drilled a hole in an
old shovel and attached it to the ax-
mattock piece by means of a wing
bolt, placing it so the user could sink
the shovel into the earth by applying
foot pressure to the mattock blade.

The rather awkward device was
not a success as a planting tool.
Probably the whole idea would have
been abandoned had not Ranger
Pulaski been fascinated with the
possibilities of the tool. He kept using
it, experimenting with it, and
improving it. He soon discovered that
the bolted-on shovel was awkward and
unsatisfactory. He abandoned the
shovel part and also lengthened and
reshaped the ax and mattock blades. It
is too bad Pulaski did not know about
the Collins Tool pulaski - it would
have saved him a lot of time. By
1913, Pulaski had succeeded in
making a well-balanced tool with a
sharp ax on one side and a mattock or
grubbing blade on the other.

Pulaski use now spread
throughout the Rocky Mountain
region. However, it was used not for
tree planting but for fire control. By
1920 the demand was so great that a
commercial tool company was asked
to handle production.

Although the pulaski went into
widespread use in the Rockies in the
1920’s, it saw little or no use in other
areas. Prior to 1931, the USDA
Forest Service had no good internal
method for handling equipment
development and promotion. Most

new equipment ideas were introduced
and discussed at the regular Western
Forestry and Conservation Association
meetings (3, 7).

By the mid 1930’s, with the advent
of the CCC, fires tools began to
proliferate, and the USDA Forest
Service sought to standardize tools
rather than develop new ones. It was at
an equipment standardization
conference at Spokane in 1936 that the
pulaski tool was proposed for national
distribution. The conference instructed
the USDA Forest Service’s Region 1 to
develop and further test a prototype
suitable for servicewide use (6, 8).

Since “Big Ed’s” day the pulaski, as
well as other fires tools, has undergone
continual improvement. Pulaski
development is an ongoing effort at the
USDA Forest Service’s Missoula
Equipment Development Center.
Careful engineering study, design, and
testing have resulted in standards of
shape, weight, balance, and quality.

Although Ed Pulaski may not have
invented the first fires tool put into
general use or even first thought of the
tool that bears his name, he did develop,
improve, and popularize the pulaski.
The General Services Administration
now puts out bids for more than 35,000
new pulaskis each year — a long way
from the prototype so laboriously made
in Pulaski’s home blacksmith shop (1).
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1998 Winter Meeting Allegheny Society of American Foresters
“Land Use - Past, Present and Future”

Tuesday, February 16 - registration 3:00-7:00 p.m.
Room available for check in 4:00 p.m.
Icebreaker Reception 5:30-6:30 p.m.
Buffet Dinner 6:30-8:00 p.m.
Allegheny Executive Committee Mtg 8:00-9:00 p.m.

Wednesday, February 17 - Registration 7:00 am.- 12:00 noon
Allegheny Division Breakfasts 7:30-8:30am.
Weicome 9:00 am.

Keynote 9:15am.

Additional Presentations 10:15 am. - 12:00 noon
Lunch, Business Meetings 12:00 noon - 1:30 p.m.
Additional Presentations 1:30-4:00 p.m.

Student Bow! Competition 4:00-5:45 p.m.
Reception 6:00-7:00 p.m.

Awards Banquet 7:00 p.m.

Thursday, February 18 - Chairman’s Breakfast 7:30-830am.
Facilitated Discussion 8:40- 10:00 am.
Summarizing Thoughts 10:30-11.00 a.m.
Field Tour 11:00 am. - 12:00 noon
Lunch Buffet 12:00 noon

Registration Form
Name Telephone
Address

Registration Fee: $65.00 x (# of reservations) = $ Guest - No registration fee

Return by January 13, 1999
Bring clothes for hiking, snow tubing, swimming, sauna or hot tub, workout ciothes, and if
you have cross country skis, there may be enough snow to ski the hiking trails.

Return by Wednesday, January 13, 1999 to: Jim Mitchell,Secretary/Treasurer \WVSAF
P.O. Box 38
French Creek, WV 26218
Telephone [304) 924-6266

LODGING RESERVATIONS NEED TO BE CONFIRMED WITH COOLFONT RESORT BY JANUARY 19,
1999 ATTENTION DELSIE McCOY BY FAX (304) 258-6314 OR MAIL TO COOLFONT RESORT, 1777 COLD
RUN VALLEY ROAD, BERKELEY SPRINGS, WV 25411

LODGING INCLUDES BUFFET MEALS - Tuesday Evening through Thursday Noon; $80 Single, $70 pp Double
HOUSING DESCRIPTION: Woodland House Lodge, Chalets (1 to 5 bedrooms); Muiti-bedroom Mountain Side
Homes. There are a limited amount of single occupany rooms with no shared living area space and non-smoking
room, they wiil be offered to first requests. If there Is anyone particular you would prefer to be housed in the
same accommodation with, please specify name (first come, first served):

TO CONFIRM YOUR RESERVATION, PLEASE LIST THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION:
CREDIT CARD TYPE AND NUMBER

CARDHOLDER SIGNATURE . EXP. DATE
Coolfont accepts American Express, VISA, MasterCard, Diner's Club and Discover
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Allegheny SAF

Commiittee Chairs
Auditing* Membership*
Ronald J. Sheay Mike Lester
1628 Prospect Street RR1, Box 268
Trenton, NJ 08638 Springville, PA 18844
(h) 609-771-8301 (0)717-833-3194
(h)717-965-2752
Awards*
Kenneth W. Jolly Nominations*
1398 Primrose Road Timothy A. Kaden
Annapolis, MD 21403 724 Green Winged Trail
(0) 301-464-3065 Camden, NJ 19934
(0)302-739-3423
Communications* (h)302-697-7066
Charles J. Newlon (£)302-739-3817
2 Irving Lane tkaden(@state.de.us
Wallingford, PA 19086
(0) 302-739-5195, Tuesdays Policy & Legislative (PLAN)*
(h) 610-872-6019 Timothy A. Kaden
724 Green Winged Trail
Continuing Forestry Camden, DE 19934
Education Coordinator* (0) 302-739-4811
Mark Vodak (h) 302-697-7066
PO Box 231 Cook College
Rutgers University Program*
New Brunswick, NJ 08903 Douglas Ostergard
(0) 732-932-8243 PO Box 284
(h) 609-758-9449 South Main Street
(f) 732-932-3222 Pleasantville, PA
vodak@aesop.rutgers.edu (0)814-589-7143
(h)814-589-714
Forest Health and (£)814-484-7563
Praductivity (ad hoc)
Kurt W. Gottschalk Student Coordinating (ad hoc)
USDA Forest Service Lab Kim C. Steiner
180 Canfield Street Forest Resources Lab
Morgantown, WV 26505 Penn State University

(0) 304-285-1598
(h) 412-627-4161

Forest History (ad hoc)
Ronald J. Sheay
1628 Prospect Street
Trenton, NJ 08638
(h) 609-771-8301

Foresters Fund (ad hoc)
Mike Brown
PO Box 273
Clayton, DE 19938
(o) 302-739-4811
(h) 302-653-4218

Forest Science Coordinator*
Mary Ann Fajvan
Div. of Forestry WVU
PO Box 6125
Morgantown, WV 26506
(0)304-293-3411
(h)304-892-4515

University Park, PA 16802
(o) 814-865-9351
(h) 814-234-8754

Student Quiz Bowl
Steven F. Resh
Allegany College of MD
12401 Willowbrook Rd.
Cumberland, MD 21502
(0)301-784-5307
(h)301-722-2834

Tellers*
Kenneth W. Jolly
1398 Primrose Road
Annapolis, MD 21403
{0) 301-464-3065
(h) 410-626-2845

*Standing Committees
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Allegheny Society of American Foresters

Officers
Chairman Chairman-Elect Secretary/Treasurer Past Chairman
Mark R. Webb Michael B. Lester Susan E. Lacy Timothy A. Kaden
11021 US Route 6 RR 1, Box 268 1713 Kings Highway 724 Green Winged Trail
Union City, PA 16438 Springville, PA 18844 Coatesville, PA 19320 Camden, DE 19934
(0) 814-663-5393 (0) 717-833-3194 (0) 610-975-4134 (0) 302-739-3423
(f) 814-663-4008 (h) 717-965-2752 (h) 610-383-7144 (h) 302-697-7066
(f) 717-833-6180 (f) 610-975-4200 (©) 302-739-3817
mclester7@aol.com tkaden@state.de.us
Executive Committee
Kurt W. Gottschatk Kenneth W. Jolly Kenneth C. Kane Susan Stout
USFS Science Lab 1398 Primrose Road 103 Tionesta Avenue 19 Park Street
180 Canfield Street Annapolis, MD 21403 Kane, PA 16735-1236 North Warren, PA 16365
Morgantown, WV 26505 (o) 301-464-3065 (o) 814-837-9391 (o) 814-563-1040
(o) 304-285-1598 (h) 410-626-2845 (h) 814-837-8357 (h) 814-726-2023
(h) 412-627-4161 (f) 301-464-0462 (f) 814-563-1048
() 304-285-1505
. . Council Representative
Executive Director John Heissenbuttel
Jack Winieski American Forest & Paper Association
PO Box 699 1111 19th Street NW, Suite 800
Dillsburg, PA 17019-0699 Washington, DC 20036
(0) 717-432-3646; (h) 717-432-3646 (0) 202-463-2470; (h) 703-329-7889
(f) 717-432-3646 , () 202-463-2708
ansaf@paonline.com john_heissenbuttel@afandpa.org
Division Chairs
Maryland/Delaware New Jersey Pennsylvania West Virginia
Jack L Perdue William F. Brash, Jr. Robert J. LaBar Barbara Breshock
5112 Main Street 5 Wildwood Way 3070 Hemlock Farms General Delivery
Grasonville, MD 21638 Freehold, NJ 07728 802 Mustang Court MacArthur, WV 25873
(0) 410-260-8505 (0) 609-586-9603 Hawley, PA 18428 (0) 304-256-6775
(f) 410-260-8595 (h) 908-462-0675 (0) 717-775-9741 (k) 304-934-6777
jperdue@dnr.state. md.us (h) 717-775-9741 (® 304-256-6770
Chapter Chairs
Keystone Northern Hardwood Pinchot Plateau
Charles R. Brown Ned Karger Paul Kowalczyk Christopher Nowak
RD 6, Box 6179 305 Kinzua Avenue RD 2, Box 44 Fores(ry Sciences Laboratory
Orchard Road Kane, PA 16735 Hawley, PA 18428 PO Box 928
Spring Grove, PA 17362 (o) 814-837-6941, ext. 21 (o) 717-226-9488 Warren, PA 16365
(0) 717-225-4711 (h) 814-837-6819 (h) 717-226-9488 (0) 814-563-1040
(B) 717-225-1461 (h) 814-726-1574
Rothrock Valley Forge Western Gateway
Gary N. Rutherford Terry Hoffman Gary Sheridan
5545 State Route 103 South 14 Killdeer Lane RD 1, Box 138-B
McVeytown, PA 17051 Downingtown, PA 19335 Acme, PA 15610
(0) 814-643-2340 (0) 610-975-4143 (0) 724-834-6500, ext. 152
(h) 717-899-7281 (h) 610-458-0480 (h) 724-593-6974
() 814-643-6304 (f) 610-975-4177 (f) 724-834-3794

thoffman@nena.org



