




















Allegheny SAF Summer Meeting
Canaan Valley Resort & Conference Center

August 13-15, 1997
"We Know What We're Doing - Why Doesn’t Anyone Else?”

“Media Relations for Foresters”™

Here’s that topic again... maybe we
really ought to listen this time. Perhaps
we have listened but failed to be
inspired enough to act; or have acted in
a manner creating more confusion than
clarification. Well, here’s another
chance for us to get a better background
to answer the “Why” question and
respond effectively when explaining our
position on forestry issues — with
language and information that is
understandable to the public.

Robert Bidinotto will keynote the
presentations with more practical advice
for resource managers. He is the former
Readers Digest staff writer who wrote
the Alar apple scare and global
warming articles, Mixed Messages:

Who's Really Communicating the
Wildlife Story and The Green Machine.
Alston Chase, author of Playing
God in Yellowstone, will relate his
experiences following the
“environmentalist evolution... an
example of a movement gone wrong.”
He left a distinguished teaching career
that had taken him from Princeton and
Ohio State Universities to Chair of the
Department of Philosophy at Macalester
College, and has been writing and
speaking out on environmental issues
ever since. “The lesson in “Playing
God” is that there is no such thing as
leaving nature alone. People are part of
creation. We do not have the option of
choosing not to be stewards of the land.
We must master the art and science of

good stewardship. The
environmentalists do not understand
that the only way to preserve nature is
to manage nature.”

Elizabeth Pease, Director of
Public Affairs, of the National
Hardwood Lumber Association will
be the banquet speaker and bring us
up-to-date on Current Issues on the
National Scene.

Luke Popovich, Vice President
of Smith & Harroff, Inc., a public
relations firm will challenge us.

Mr. Popovich, a journalist who spent
11 years with the American Forest
& Paper Association (AF&PA) as
manager of public affairs and issue
advertising, contributed to the
AF&PA American Tree Farm
Program winning the Silver Anvil
Award from the Public Relations
Society of America.

And finally, a panel of newspaper,
magazine, and radio and TV
representatives, including editors,
reporters, columnists and freelance
writers will be available to give advice
and answer questions. You can’t miss
this one if you are at all interested in
improving your abilities to discuss
current forestry issues with the public
and the media in a more effective way.
It’s a chance to associate with some of
the most informed resource managers
in the northeast and accumulate many
CFE credits too! 4

Allegheny SAF
Winter Meeting
‘97 Exhibitors...
Thank You!

Better Forest Tree Seeds:

Representative Ed Palpant
Producers of selected and genetically

improved seed trees. We procure and
provide quality tree seeds internationally
(quality must precede quantity). Over
45 years experience in the field.

Foresters Incorporated:

Representative Davis Wildman
Foresters promoting better forest

management by providing the most
advanced tools and techniques for
natural resource managers. Providing
forest inventory design and processing,
field computer software and hardware,
and GPS equipment and services.

Paravant Computer Systems, Inc.:

Representatives Ralph White & John
Moussiaux

Manufacturers of rugged outdoor
computers for military and commercial
clients. Offering RHC-44E handheld
computer with EASYDC Universal
Data Collection software... the only
software you will need for most forestry
applications.

Sustainable Forestry Initiative:

Representative Ken Manno
The sustainable forestry Initiative (SFI)

of Pennsylvania provides training and
educational programs for timber
harvesters, foresters and forest
landowners. 4

Carol Burd, of the Allegheny National
Forest, Marienville, PA was the winner
of the 350 cash drawing of those who
had their Exhibitor Card validated by
all of the above exhibitors.

Frederick J. Harris  management o saies

Forest Resources Consultant

Specializng in Timberland Management for Private Landowners

r

Appraisals

1700 Maple Avenue
Shamokin, Pennsyivania 17872
Phone (717) 6486917

Operations:
Pal Lane

L

BETTER FOREST TREE SEEDS\

Mc Alevys Fort, PA

BETTER TREES - THROUGH BETTER SEED - THROUGH RESEARCH
Specializing in Christmas Tree Management

EDGAR H. PALPANT
Consulting Forester

"if a better gystem is thine, impast it;
if not, make use of mine.” Horace (65-8BC)

Mailing:

R.D. #1, Box 709
Petersburg, PA 16669
Phone: 814-867-5088
Fax: 814-867-5089
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The German Forest Today and Its Agricultural History

By Florian Judmann, Diplom-Forstwirt, Institut Fuer Forstpolitik, University of Freiburg, Germany

Germany covers a land area of
about 138,000 Square miles, with 30%
of that area in forest cover, and 46% of
forest ownership belonging to about
1,250,000 private owners.* The
remaining 54% of the forest is in public
ownership — 33% in State forests, 20%
in town/community forests, and 1% in
National forests.

Today there are about 60 native tree
species, 40 of which are considered of
economic interest. Many other tree
species are believed to have disappeared
during changes associated with the ice
ages. The natural forest would have
been dominated by the climax mix of
European beech, Fagus sylvatica, and
Durmast oak, Quercus petraea, covering
over 75% of the land, with conifers only
at higher elevations. Today, due to the
long influences of man, the natural forest
area has been reduced and heavy
utilization and planting activities have
changed the relative composition of
forest species. At present, 70% of the
German forest is in conifers: 50%
Norway spruce, Picea abies, 15%
Scotch pine, Pinus sylvestris, and 5%
other species. The 30% in deciduous
hardwoods is composed of 22% beech,
F. sylvatica, 7% oak, Q. petraea, and
1% other hardwood species.

In modern Germany, the major
forest contribution is in the form of a
wood supply to the national and
international economy, as well as,
environmental protection, and the
opportunities for recreational
experiences. However, up until the
19" Century, the use of what has been
called “minor forest products” had a high
priority forest use, and in many areas
wood production was excessive.
Historic Agricultural Uses of Forest

Mast for Pigs: During the Middle
Ages, pigs were a major source of food,
and pigs were driven into the forest to
feed on the hard and soft mast provided
by forest trees. Trees were classified as
fertile, for the purpose of defining
desirable mast species, ligna fructifera =
useful for mast (oak, chestnut, walnut,
and fruit trees) or infertile, ligna
infructifera = not useful for mast (mostly
conifers and deciduous softwoods).

Silvicultural treatments of these stands,
owned by local rulers and often rented
as mast pastures, involved thinning to
develop large crowns for mast
production. Income from renting
woodlots for this purpose often
exceeded that for timber sales. With
the introduction of the potato and the
establishment of stall-feeding during the
1700’s, the use of the forest for mast
production lost its meaning.

Forest Pasture for Cattle and
Horses: The use of the forests for
pasturing cattle and horses dates back
to ancient times, and was allowed in
deciduous as well as coniferous stands.
Unlike the mast pasturing for pigs, the
grazing of cattle and horses always
caused damage in the form of ground
compaction and the browsing of
regeneration and was very early
recognized as a problem. Pasture use
was then limited to certain stands and
to certain times of the year in order to
enable the forest ecosystem to recover.
Changes came in the 18" Century with
changes in farming practices. Certain
areas of agricultural farmland were
planted to clover and lucerne, which
could be pastured or the hay harvested
for cattle and horses.

Forest Litter Utilization: The
development of agricultural pasture
land and the change to stall-feeding
eliminated the use of the forest for
pasturing animals and opened the door
for a greater utilization of forest litter.
During and after the 30-years war
(1618-1648), farmers began to use
forest litter in the stalls, later removing
it and applying it to their fields as
fertilizer. Stall-feeding cattle continued
through the 18" Century and led to high
demands for litter. Scientific
knowledge was not sufficiently
developed in the middle ages, and the
use of forest litter continued, leading to
the loss and degradation of soil and the
resulting poor growth of trees.

In the wake of excessive forest
litter removal and the resulting soil loss
and productivity, afforestation with
conifer species was favored on the sites.
From an historical point of view, the
transformation of growing stock might

have even been necessary in order to
keep up stand volumes. However, in
most parts of Germany, conifer stands
are more vulnerable to insects, wind
storms and snow damage than deciduous
species. Therefore, the economic risk of
conifer stands is higher; a fact many
private and public forest businesses are
struggling with today in Germany.
Agro-Forestry: Agro-forestry
consists of two different components of
land uses. One is the use of the forest
site to grow the desired forest tree
species for fuelwood and timber; the
other is the use of the same site for the
growth of agricultural crops for a time
period until the harvest of forest
products and regeneration of he stand.
Agro-forestry developed between the
11" and 14" Centuries as populations
increased. It developed mainly in the
mountainous regions where the narrow
valleys limited the agricultural space, and
forests served also as farming areas.
Usually the forest was harvested by clear
cutting, the debris burned on site and the
ash plowed into the ground as fertilizer.
Then the field was farmed until the soil
began to lose the capacity to grow
crops at which time trees were
interplanted among the agriculture crops
and regeneration of the stand begun.
There was very little planning in this
system and trial and error was the
teacher; sites deteriorated with regard to
timber growing and in the 15" and 16"
Centuries, laws were established to
control this combination of agriculture
and forestry. In some mountain areas of
Germany, agro-forestry was practiced
until the Great Depression and the years
after World War II. A combination of
natural succession and planting on these
abandoned agro-forestry sites led to the
establishment of forest cover. In order
to keep'the typical landscape,
agro-forestry became an issue of regional
planning and the tourism industry in
recent years. Local programs were
started which reintroduced traditional
agro-forestry to many sites. The
practice is carried out today for aesthetic
and tourism reasons rather than for
purposes of food and wood production.
(See bibliography on page 21) 4
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Reginald Forbes Art Show & Contest
75% Anniversary Meeting of the

Allegheny Society of American Foresters
February 12-14, 1997 « Matamoras, PA

By Charles Newlon, Chair, Communications & Reginald Forbes Art Director

Twenty four entries by fifteen talented artists from the New Jersey and

Pennsylvania SAF Divisions competed in the Reginald Forbes Art Show contest.
Surely there are talented artists in the West Virginia and Maryland-Delaware
Divisions, don’t you think? We are sure to find out next year.

Winners: Professional Category

]ll

lll

1!(

2nd

3lﬂ

3-Dimensional Art

Sculpture

Flat Art

Flat Art

Flat Art

Ronald Harrigan (NJ)

Tom Birch (PA)

David L. Aumen (PA)

Dennis Galaway (NJ)

Dennis Galaway(NJ)

Winners: Amateur Category

1!(

Other Honorable Entrants

Special thanks to the other talented Art Show entrants: Charles Barden, Dan
Kucera, and Greg Huse for their photography; Coreen Sheridan for her tole
paintings. 4

3-Dimensional Art
3-dimensional Art
3-dimensional Art
Sculpture

Sculpture

Flat Art

Flat Art

Flat Art

Alan R. Knox (PA)
George R. Cline (PA)
Chrissy Harrigan (NJ)
Bob LaBar (PA)

Bob LaBar (PA)

Richard Cary (PA)

Shirley Waskiewicz (PA)

Suzanne Simoni (PA)

Model rowboat, equipped
for crabbing

Pile of Baby Wood ducks
carved from one piece

of tupelo

Acrylic painting of
“White-tailed Buck
Bedded in Snow”

Color photo of Maine
Coastline

Color photo of a Sunset

Wood Pen & Pencil Set in
American Chestnut
“Celtic Knotwork Carved
on Black Oak Disc”
Weaving of wool & fabric
in circular wood frame
Irish Setter carved of
black cherry

Tiger carved in wood

and painted

Color photo “Reflections
on the Past” framed in
barn wood

Pastel “Canoe Launch at
Middle Saranac Lake”
Line drawing of
Victorian Home

Reginald D.
Forbes, a True
Gentieman,
Professional
Forester, and
Talented Artist

By Charlie Newlon, Art Show Chairman
& Allegheny SAF Communications Chair

The art show and contest, a
longtime feature of each Winter
Meeting of the Allegheny SAF, is
dedicated to the memory of Reginald D.
Forbes. Mr. Forbes was known by his
contemporaries as “Reggie,” as a
gentleman forester, and as a forester of
the “old school.” He was always well
dressed, wore a bow tie, and even in the
field he looked professional.

His professional credits were many.
As a USDA Forest Service forester, he
was the first Director of the
Southeastern Forest Experiment
Station, and later the Director of the
Northeastern Forest Experiment
Station, He was also the Chairman of
the Allegheny SAF in 1931.

Reginald Forbes edited the first
edition of the Forestry Handbook for
the Society of American Foresters,
published in 1955, and editor of
Woodland Ownership for Pleasure and
Profit. He was a stickler on writing, for
the proper use of the English language,
and for proper use of the microphone.

“Reggie” died in 1977, and in 1979
the Allegheny SAF dedicated an 80’
tulip poplar tree to his memory in
Penn’s Woods Memorial Forest at the
Bowman’s Hill Wildflower Preserve, in
Washington Crossing State Park, PA.
The Forbes family donated funds to
continue to encourage SAF members
and their families to pursue their artistic
talents through annual competitions.

I urge all members to begin now to
promote the Art contest to be held at
the 1998 Winter Meeting. Search for
those photos that all foresters take; and
those carved objects and paintings that
you or a member of the family created.
Encourage your family to participate.
Surely all Divisions of the Allegheny
SAF will be represented in New Jersey

next February. 4
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Court Rules Rural
Communities Destructive
to National Forests

From Forest Landowner (Jan/Feb ‘97, p.30)

A three-judge panel of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the
Sixth Circuit issued a decision on January 21 with serious
ramifications for management of the national forests. Sierra
Club v. Thomas, F.3d (6" Cir. 1997). In a direct attack on the
professionalism of the Forest Service, the court overturned the
forest plan for the Wayne National Forest in Ohio, finding that
the Forest Service is biased toward rural communities in the
vicinity of national forests and, “the resulting dependency of
these communities on timber production causes
over-harvesting and destructive harvesting methods.” The
court also concluded that the Forest Service uses clearcutting,
an “expensive ... technique,” to maximize its budget and
makes planning decisions that benefit the agency’s “fiscal
interest” rather than the public interest.

In the course of the decision, the court found that
even-aged management should only be used in “exceptional
circumstances,” a conclusion expressly rejected in a
well-reasoned decision of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the
Fifth Circuit in 1995. The Sixth Circuit than concluded that
the Forest Service, by retaining even-aged management as an
option under this forest plan, was arbitrary and capricious.
The court seemed to believe that the Wayne National Forest
should be managed primarily for hiking and fishing, rather than
multiple uses, an approach which other federal circuit courts
have noted is normally reserved for national parks. One of the
judges, although agreeing with the result, stated in a
concurring opinion that she found the “undocumented
broadside against the Forest Service” to be inappropriate.

In the only portion of its decision based on precedents, the
court ruled that the plaintiffs have suffered a concrete injury
from adoption of the plan. However, in its analysis of this
question, the court ignored the decision by two other federal
circuit courts which held that adoption of a forest plan makes
no site specific decisions and therefore causes no immediate
injury. For more information, contact Chip Murray at
(202) 463-2782. A

Maurice K. Goddard:
His Life, Legacy & Lessons

The Second Pennsylvania Environmental History
Symposium will reflect on and explore Goddard — The Man
and His Life — and highlight his accomplishments, which
were a key part of Pennsylvania’s legacy of environmental
resource conservation in the latter half of the 20 Century.
The agenda includes presentations by a variety of speakers
who worked with Dr. Goddard: confirmed speakers include
Peter Duncan, Caren Glotfelty, James Seif, Leonard Green,
William Middendorf, Larry Schweiger, and Eileen Graham.

Deadiine for registration is April 10, 1997. For more
information, see “Coming Events” on page 24. JAN

Maine Legislative Update

By Bret Vicary,
( via the James W. Sewall Company's Web Page)

The Maine Supreme Judicial Court declined to issue an
advisory opinion on how the Maine Legislature may respond
to the outcome of last November’s forest practices vote. It
now appears that the Compact for Maine’s Forest
referendum, which captured a 47% plurality last November,
and in doing so defeated the citizen-initiated Green
Referendum to ban clearcutting and severely limit other
forestry practices, will be voted up or down this November.

Efforts to move the vote forward to June were recently
thwarted by the legislature. Meanwhile, some eighteen bills
have been sponsored in this session of the legislature which
would, directly or indirectly, affect forest management
practices. Measures that potentially conflict with the
upcoming Compact vote will have to be deferred to a date
after November. Some legislators, who feel that there is too
much deception being practiced by those gathering petitions,
have introduced bills to make the referendum petition
gathering process more responsible.

The Compact represents an attempt by industry, private
landowners, and environmental groups to reach a consensus
on Maine forest practices. While the state’s largest
landowners remain committed to the spirit of the Compact, it
remains unclear whether the consensus in support of the
Compact will hold together for this November’s vote. FAY

President Wiant
Testifies on Forest Health

Speaking as President of the Society of American
Foresters, Harry Wiant, Jr. testified before the House
Resources Subcommittee on Forests and Forest Health on
March 18, 1997, chaired by Idaho Republican Helen
Chenoweth. Michael Goergen and Fitz Elder, of the
National SAF office, accompanied Harry and wife Jeanne
to Capitol Hill.

Stating that forest health is an informal and technically
inexact term, he reported that SAF had concluded that an
assessment of forest health requires an understanding of both
the conditions of the forest and the objectives of
management. In addition, he rejected the notion of a single
national prescription for America’s forests stating that forest
health problems must be addressed on the local level -
managed locally.

Testifying separately as.a private citizen and forester,
Wiant expressed his conviction that: 1) A well-managed
forest, with management addressing landowner or societal
objectives, is the healthiest possible, and 2) In an unmanaged
forest, there is no opportunity to address declining health. An
analogy between the management or lack of management of
his own health and that of a forest stand, was well received by
all but one individual representing an extremist faction who
could not believe the arrogance of someone saying that “a
managed forest is better than God can do.” L
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Forestry in the Global Context

By R. S. Whaley, President, State University of New York College of Environmental Science and Forestry*

One must feel uneasy when asked to
give an after dinner speech following a
whole day of speeches by people whom I
consider to be my teachers (Bill
Banzhaf, Jane Difley, Art Smyth,
John Gordon, John Fedkiw, John
Heissenbuttle, John Moser). Any
comments I make undoubtedly will
include ideas which I stole from one or
another of them. On top of that I was
asked to give the same presentation that
I gave at the SAF annual meeting, only
make it briefer. Ifit is the same speech
but briefer I think that means I have to
talk really fast. Well here goes.

We as a profession of forestry can
have a significant impact on how our
forest lands are managed to meet

emerging demands placed on them by
society. But our profession is not
particularly influential in shaping those
emerging societal demands. That is,
there are always some trends which are
beyond the borders of our influence.

The forests of Pennsylvania, for
example, may be shaped more by
national trends than by anything peculiar
to this state. Similarly the U.S. is as
much being influenced by trends outside
its borders as those occurring within.
Which brings me to the basic premise of
this presentation. Understanding the
context in which we will be operating
calls for looking beyond our current time
periods and beyond our borders.

As 1 try to look out beyond my
borders, I conclude that signals abound
that over the next two decades forestry
will have to be practiced under social
and economic conditions influencing the
demand and supply for raw materials
and products which are significantly
different than today.

While there are dozens of forces
which will ultimately and irrevocably
reshape the societies in which we live, 1
would like to mention the five which 1
think will have more impact on the
forestry enterprise than any of the others.

Population
It is necessary for me to dwell on

population growth to this audience
which is more aware than most of the
potential impacts of demographic change

on forest products demand and
pressures on forest lands of all kinds.

Though globally, population
growth rates have declined over the
past couple of decades, the actual
number of people added to the world
every year is about 90 million people —
the equivalent of another Canada every
four months, another United States
every 2-1/2 years, another India every
nine years, or another China every 12
years. As we look forward over the
next 25 years, over one-third of the
population growth will be in five
countries: China, India, Brazil, Mexico,
and Indonesia. The obvious point is
that the pressures on resources will
increase substantially and it will be
distributed quite unevenly. Even the
United States will add another New
York, California, Florida and throw in
Maine and Massachusetts during the
same time period.

Another point which is likely to
influence forest products demand is the
increased urbanization of the world’s
population. In 1990 there were 13
cities worldwide with populations
which exceeded 10 million people.
Within the next 15 years it is estimated
that there will be 26, and by the year
2025, 60% of the world’s population is
likely to dwell in urban areas.

Even more significant from the
standpoint of forest products demand is
that total world economy is growing
faster than population growth. While
population doubled between 1950 and
1990, the global economy increased
fivefold. World Bank estimates indicate
that within the next 30 years average
per capita income worldwide could
reach the level of the richest one-fifth of
the world in 1990.

Economists and demographers will
certainly differ in their estimates of
economic and population growth. But
on average world markets will grow,
economies will grow, and the conflicts
over economic growth and maintaining
the highest quality living environment
will increase. So if you sell resources
you can feel good about the future, if
your interests are in preserving certain
landscapes you better hurry, and if you

are searching for the right balance
between the two your work is cut out
for you.

International Trade

Though some countries or sectors
within countries will be strong advocates
for expanded international trade and
others will be more protectionists, there
is an irreversible trend toward expanding
trade. Governments prone toward
protectionist policies will ultimately be
thwarted by the increasingly powerful
transnational corporations who will
benefit from free trade. If one ranked
the top 100 economies in the world, half
of them would be countries the other
half would be corporations. Mitzubishi
is bigger than Indonesia, Ford is bigger
than Turkey, and Wal-Mart is bigger
than Poland. The 200 largest
corporations in the world control about
28% of the globes economy. Even the
concept of balance of trade becomes
confounded when more than a third of
global trade is intracorporate. That is,
firm A in one country sells to firm B, a
subsidiary, in another country. This
potential increase in movement of
resources and products in a global
market seems to add emphasis to the
need to consider how to accomplish ex-
panding economic growth in a
sustainable manner while at the same
time making sustainable development
more difficult to achieve because
different countries will have different
attitudes regarding the importance of
sustainability.

A major result of increasing
international trade and the redistribution
of investment over more countries will
be the emergence of a global middle
class. The emergence of this middle
class will both result from growing
international trade and also be the cause
for its further expansion. Unfortunately
there will be some parts of the world
which may not participate in this overall
economic gain.

Changes in Manufacturing Processes
Not only will markets be larger, but

they will be for a variety of products
unprecedented in times past when
efficient production, at least in the

16
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developed countries, was based on large
factories with endless assembly lines
producing a homogeneous product.
Mass production worked when the
products coming off the end of the
assembly line were essentially all the
same. There were costs savings making
it possible in the developed nations for
many people to have a car, a house, an
abundance of clothing, as long as the car,
house and clothes were quite similar to
those of their neighbors. The advent of
the application of computers to both
design and manufacturing processes has
improved the efficiency of smaller
manufacturing firms and has allowed
larger firms to increase the variety of
products produced. Heidi and Alvin
Toffler describe this as the demassifying
of society. The impacts of this on
decentralizing manufacturing, reducing
capital intensity, allowing manufacturing
for specialized products in remote
locations, is an interesting investigation
in and of itself, and worthy of a more
thorough discussion than I will give it
here.

For today I want to emphasize that
the forest products industry has lagged
behind others in product diversity. For
example, almost all residential
construction uses the same wood
materials — boards nominally 2” thick, 4”
wide and 8’ long and sheets of plywood
or particle board 4’ wide and 8’ long.
Other countries have their standard
products, which though efficient to
produce, may not keep pace with
manufacturing changes demanded by
society.

Changing Energy Demand

During the 1970’s when oil was
approaching $50 per barrel on the
international market, considerable
attention was paid to improving energy
conservation. Western Europe and
Japan were particular leaders in
improving energy efficiency in
manufacturing and transportation. The
rigor with which industrial nations
approached energy conservation declined
as oil prices approached $17 per barrel.
The industrial nations of North America
and Europe appear to be more sanguine
about energy costs.

But what is on the horizon? The
steady increase in oil consumption by the
emerging economies of Asia accounts

for 70 percent of the new global
demand for petroleum. At its current
growth rate of 5 percent per year “the
Asian Pacific region will outstrip North
America in energy consumption by
1999. Meanwhile consumption in the
U.S., Europe and Japan has crept back
to its highest level since 1979
(Eortune, March 20, 1995). While
energy consumption in the developed
world may decline over the next 30
years, it will likely more than triple in
the rest of the world. Energy costs
(which triggered the two worst
recessions since 1945) are prone to
increase sharply when demand

pinches supply.

Changing Attitudes about the Forest

At the risk of stretching some
social observations a bit, I would like to
speculate in regard to the cause in
changing public attitudes about the
forest which will influence laws and
policies, and ultimately the way we do
business in the future. People are
recognizing that the behaviors which
we so valued because they were the key
to the American Dream (and the
Canadian or European Dream) are not
giving us the satisfaction that was
hoped for. Yes we have multiple cars,
a home (some even two), a richer
variety of food at a smaller portion of
our salary than others in the world, and
therefore more of our income can go
into luxuries. But with it, we have seen
a deterioration of the family, increase in
violent crime (particularly amongst
youth), and an increase in personal debt
because our appetite for things seems to
be insatiable. The list adding to our
discontent goes on. So there appears to
be searching for nonmaterial things
which will bring us a joy which the
material was unable to deliver,
Concerns for the environment, which
may have a very sound base in science,
have been reinforced by a public who is
searching for values which transcend
those tied to economic growth, and
have as their foundation things which
appeal to the soul, are pleasing to our
aesthetic sense, and satisfy our need to
feel altruistic (particularly when we
don’t see any personal sacrifice). This
trend has a particular time dimension on
it. This concern for the forest for
aesthetic, spiritual, and nostalgic

reasons will continue over the next

decade or two and then I am confused as

to what happens next. When advances
in computer visualization result in virtual
reality being the reality, what will
society’s attitude be about nature? — an
increased concern and attention because
it is the last vestige of our tie with the
real world, or a total disconnect with
nature because the nature that we see on
the screen, hear through the speakers,
feel through the gloves, and perhaps
even smell, is more satisfying than that
supplied by God (and besides there are
no bugs or rainy days unless we program
them)?

To summarize, two decades hence
we all will live in a world in which:

e the population is 45% larger and
considerably more urbanized;

¢ we will see the emergence of a global
middle class with some unfortunate
pockets of poverty;

¢ manufactured products will be more
diverse, produced in smaller plants,
and traded internationally more
aggressively than today;

o energy supply will be a nagging
problem;

* people will continue to feel stronger
and stronger about their forests as a
tie with nature and with the past; and

e conflicts between economic growth
and a quality environment will not
have gone away. They will have
increased.

Given these trends, what does it all
mean for us as foresters?

1. While demographic and other social
data only lead to the conclusion that
conflicts between economic growth
and environmental quality will
increase, measures of available land
and its potential productivity suggest
that with wisdom the potential to
minimize land use conflicts is real.

2. There is a resiliency in nature which
will enable it to survive even if we
don’t. That is, there is no need to
protect mother nature for her sake —
only for ours.

3. Foresters can play a critical but
limited leadership role in shaping
future policies for forest lands if we
understand what it means to be a
forester.

(Continued on page 18;
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(Continued from page 17)

A couple of years ago I was asked to speak to the
New York Section of SAF on Can Foresters Take the Lead?
“The lead in what?” I asked. * The lead in some new
conception of forestry,” was the response. Well if am
correct that there are influences out there in the world which
are, and will continue to have major impacts on forests, forest
products, and forest management, then I guess I should have
a view on the role of foresters in leading us through this
change.

I would break the question into two parts. First, should
we take the lead? Then if the answer to that is yes, then can
we take the lead? That is, do we have the stuff?

First, should we take the lead? If we are talking about
shaping citizens’ values with regard to their forests,
establishing a national vision, if you will, on the overarching
purpose for our forests, or determining national forest policy,
I think the answer is probably NO. Our own values as to the
purpose of our forests are probably more influenced by
whether we are 25 years old or 55, who we work for,
whether we are an easterner or westerner, whether we are
more influenced by an urban or a rural upbringing; and less by
the fact that we have a forestry degree. Will it be foresters
who determine whether sustainability is the overarching
element of a national attitude or vision? NO, it will be
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society at large. And I would suggest that the decision has
already been made by the forces of change mentioned in
proposition TI. And we ignore them at the peril of becoming
irrelevant.

But we should take the lead in determining how best to
manage the land to meet the national vision given to us.
We can take this lead if?

o we accept the challenge of using our training, our
experience, our concern for the land to respond to
changing national and societal values rather than resisting
the change;

e we exert a leadership which is not exclusive. I remember a
discussion in which it was argued by some of its members
that the Society of American Foresters should take the lead
in determining how sustainable forest health and long term
forest productivity should be achieved in the United States.
T agreed heartily. Then someone asked whether we should
involve other professions. How can that be answered any
other way but of course!;

¢ we look beyond the boundaries of a single ownership.
How do we have landscape level planning without the
specter of big government imposing restrictions, which are
perceived as anti-economic growth, anti-employment, on
private lands;

e we are honest about what we know and what we don’t
know. For example, with regard to ecosystem management
we haven’t even invented a language, never mind adequate
measures.

Sustained Yield:

Board Foot — a measure;

Nondeclining even flow — a concept;

Financial maturity — an analytical tool;

Harvest schedule — a prescription applied on the ground,

o we argue from the basis of our science rather than some
conviction that we, because we are foresters, have
particular rights to manage forests in our way.

o we refocus our research and education.

Can we take the lead? Of course. If the past decades
are an indicator, we will. For the short run I'm a little
nervous that at times we may be arguing over the wrong

things. 4

* This presentation was delivered al the 75™ Anniversary
meeting banquet of the Allegheny SAF, in Matamoras, PA,
February 13, 1997. A similar presentation was delivered in a
general session at the SAF Annual Convention in
Albuquerque, MN in November 1996. Ed.
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A Little History (Continued)

The following is a verbatim transcript of the third meeting Although this was recorded as the third meeting of the Society,
of the “newly formed” National Society of American Foresters. it was actually a continuation of the morning meeting of
The minutes of the first two meetings were printed in the Fall- 12/13/1900 which, by motion, “.. was made (and carried) to
Winter issue of Allegheny News (Volume 5, Nos. 3&4). adjourn until noon, to meet in the office of Mr. F. H. Newell.”

Washington, D.C., Noon, December 13, 1900

Minutes of the Second Meeting of the Society of American Foresters.

Moved that the Society proceed to the election of officers.

Moved that a list of officers prepared by the Committee on Constitution be read. The
following list was then read:

President, Gifford Pinchot. Vice President, Henry S. Graves. Secretary, George B.
Sudworth. Treasurer, Ralph S. Hosmer.

Executive Committee: Overton W. Price, (Chairman), Gifford Pinchot, Henry S. Graves,
George B. Sudworth, Ralph S. Hosmer, Wm L. Hall, B.M. Griffith.

Committee on Admissi ons: George B. Sudworth (Chairman), Gifford Pinchot, Overton W. Price.
Committee on Meetins: Ralph S. Hosmer (Chairman), Thomas H. Sherrard, Wm. L. Hall.
Committee on Publications: Edward T. Allan (Chairman), Overton W. Price, B. M. Griffith.

Moved (Hall) that the officers (exclusi ve of Committees) named in the list be selected
as the officers of the Society for the ensuing year.

Moved that the names proposed in the list for the Executive Committee be elected.

Moved that the names proposed in the list for the Committee on Admissions be elected.
Moved that the names proposed in the list for the Committee on Meetins be elected.
Moved that the names proposed in the list for the Committee on Publications be elected.

Moved that the name of Mr. B. M. Griffith be substituted on the Committees for that of
Mr. Filbert Roth. (this action was taken because Mr. Roth was not yet a member of the
Society).

Moved that we proceed to the election of members of the Society.

The following (charter) members were present: Gifford Pinchot, Henry S. Graves, Edward
T. Allen, Wm. L. Hall, Ralph S. Hosmer, Overton W. Price, Thomas H. Sherrard.

Active Members Elected.

Mr. E. M. Griffith was present and was at once elected to membership, the nomination
being made by Mr. Pinchot, and seconded by Messrs. Hosmer and Sherrard.

Prof. James W. Toumey was elected to membership, being nominated by Prof. Graves and
seconded by Messrs. Hall and Price.

Dr. C.A. Schenck was elected to membership, being nominated by Prof. Graves and
seconded by Messrs. Griffith and Price.

Dr. B. E. Fernow was elected to membership upon the nomination of Mr. Hall and seconded
by Messrs. Hosmer and Graves.

Prof. Filber Roth was elected to membership upon the nomination of Mr. Allen and sconds
of Messrs. Griffith andPrice.

Mr. F. .K. Olmsted was elected to membership upon the nomination of Mr. Price and
seconds of Messrs. Sherrard and Graves.

Mr. George B. Sudworth was elected to membership upon the nomination of Mr. Graves and
on the seconds of Messrs. Price and Hall.

Mr. H. B. Ayers was elected to membership on the nomination of Mr. Price and seconds of
Messrs. Hall and Pinchot.

Moved that the Society proceed to the election O associate members. The following
persons were then selected to membership:

Associate Members Elected.

Secretary James Wilson, nominated by Mr. Pinchot, seconded by Messrs. Price and
Griffith.

The record of this meeting ended abruptly as shown. There is no record that this last item was the end of the meeting, or if one
more page was lost (via phone conversation with Sheryl Oakes, Forest History Society). Ed.
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21" Century Forestry: Let's Get On With It

By Dr. John C. Gordon, Pinchot Professor, Yale Schoo! of Forestry and Environmental Studies*

Forestry in the new century will
have some of the characteristics of
forestry in the late 20" century, and
probably some that are radically
different. My guesses are less intended
as forecasts than as directions in which I
think our profession should move in
response to external forces and in trying
to shape our own destiny. They are thus
in the vein of “one cannot predict the
future, but one can create it”. 1 see four
major directions, that I call:

1) consolidation of the social science
revolution; 2) realization of ecosystem
management; 3) productivity of value to
the front burner; and 4) a special role for
our region.

CONSOLIDATION OF THE
SOCIAL SCIENCE REVOLUTION
Twenty-five years ago, there were
no social scientists other than economists
in faculties of forestry, and not many
economists. Now the social sciences are
central. In the next century they will be
dominant in an incremental sense. In a
recent paper reviewing five studies of
human dimensions in natural resources
initiatives, Berry and Gordon concluded
that six changes were needed with
respect to the use of social science skills
to enhance performance: 1) Better
methods need to be applied to the
regular assessment of public values and
needs; 2) New partnerships and
collaborative processes need to be
studied, documented and adapted to new
places and potential partners;
3) Organizations need better
coordination and communication, and
this can be achieved only with new
mechanisms and changes in
organizational culture; 4) Accountability
needs to more obviously depend on clear
and measurable outcomes for people;
5) The need for leadership and leadership
training needs recognition and effort; and
6) A broader range of publics needs to
be constructively engaged.

REALIZATION OF ECOSYSTEM
MANAGEMENT

Ecosystem management is code for
a new way of doing things, a way that
incorporates: Leadership, of a new

kind; Conservation, where many things
are conserved in one space;
Restoration, of spirit and process, not
of the past; and Management, of an
adaptive kind, “managing to learn.”
Leadership.

Leadership in environmental
matters is an urgent and underdone
task. We created most of our myths
and rules when we were an empty
country. We are now a relatively full
one. There are twice as many people
here now as when 1 was born in 1939,
It is also a full world. We are headed
for 10 billion (up from 5 billion) people
in 50 years. To put that in perspective,
most of the trees that will supply them
with paper, houses and fuelwood, as
well as recreation, water, wildlife and
solitude, are now growing. It is urgent
that we see that there are enough of
them 50 years hence. Ecosystem-style
leadership is, then, faced with tasks
bomn of scarcity; dividing the pie is no
longer enough. We need to be led to
share the same pie. Some of us think
this will require relatively new kinds of
leadership, because the problems to be
solved are different: they are long-term,
complex, usually have a poor science
base, and are almost always
contentious. More people will have to
lead, leadership will be more
participatory, and vision and large
picture views will be ever more
important, because the picture is
continually getting larger. Ways to
rapidly increase useful information will
be key in the solution of larger,
longer-term problems.

Conservation.

Pinchot’s turn of the century vision
of conservation of forests is very close
to what we will get for the environment
generally, if we are lucky. That is, if we
can learn disciplined, loving use of the
environment, we will do as well as we
can. This particularly applies to those
areas we call “preserved”. They are
often places that are most loved and
therefore the most used, for example
our National Parks. This summer I
visited Brooks Camp in Katmai
National Park in Alaska, In this remote

place we have created a unique, totally
anthropocentric ecosystem comprised of
bears, salmon, tourists from all over the
world, and nervous Park Service
employees with radios. This place
seemed to me to illustrate the need for
application of the most basic principles
of the ecosystem management that will
underlie the new conservation: manage
where you are (not from some general
model); manage with people firmly in
mind (we now inhabit or influence all
earthly ecosystems); manage with
specific information (not rules of thumb
or slogans); manage across boundaries
(not in ignorance of neighbors or their
influence); and manage without
externalities (know all knowable parts of
the system, not just those of immediate
interest). Next Century Forestry will
apply ecosystem principles and methods
and move beyond the methods of
centralized regulation and land
allocation, toward integrated and truly
intelligent, far-sighted use.

Restoration.

Next Century Forestry will confront
and contribute more thought on the
notion of “restoration.” I think the
restoration we need to concentrate on is
a restoration of spirit and democratic
process. The Seventh American Forest
Congress, held last winter, brought
together an unprecedented number and
diversity of participants to talk about the
future of all of America’s forests, and
was, in at least a small way, a restoration
of direct democracy. Two things were
clear afterward. First, levels of
agreement on many things were very
high; and second, “small woodland
owners,” who own almost two-thirds of
America’s forests, emerged as a force,
making the “industry-environmentalist”
dipole at least a triangle. This
emergence, both of a group and of
agreement, was a consequence of
inclusiveness and “letting everyone
speak.” What we can’t do, and
shouldn’t waste much time trying to do,
is to put things back the way they were.
Time’s arrow is never more clearly seen
than in ecosystems. I am currently living
part of the year in a reforested New
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Hampshire; few trees would have been in
the view from my house 100 years ago,
and now I see almost unbroken forest.
But it is a quite different forest than that
found by the first European settiers for
many reasons. Not less good, but
different. My hope is that Next Century
Forestry can help us understand that
change is the rule, not the exception, and
that preparation and guidance for change
is the best approach to restoration.

Management.
Ecosystem management must

become managing to learn, as well as to
produce other “outputs.” Adaptive
management,” in the buzz phrase, is the
only rational way to approach
ecosystems, which may, in fact, be
“more complex than we can think.” This
is perhaps the largest, most technically
embedded challenge for Next Century
Forestry. Research and management
must both change radically, and come
together to achieve the new knowledge
we urgently need. We will also need to
learn practically to manage across
boundaries, and move beyond the “catch
the rascals vs. uphold private property
rights” brawl now in vogue. One of the
most intriguing and ultimately valuable
facets of next Century F orestry may be
the eventual admission of actual
managers to academia on an even
footing with those embedded in the
research-and-publish culture.

PRODUCTIVITY OF VALUE TO
THE FRONT BURNER

Human Population.

One looks in vain for a demographer
who doesn’t predict a global population
of 8-10 billion people by the mid-point
of the next century (it is now 5 billion).
The implications of this possibility for
forests and forestry are clear. The world
stock of forested land is decreasing, and
although there may be some major
conversion from agriculture to forests in
developed countries, forests will at best
be stable in area in the developing world
where most of the population increase
will take place. Thus, more product, and
more value, will need to be extracted
from a fixed land base. Indeed, the land
from which the next 5 billion people will
be fed is not yet described, but
knowledgeable people are calling for
more land to be brought under

cultivation, which can only increase
pressure on forests. Either we will have
more forest products or more things to
substitute for them. Substitution may
be relatively straightforward with at
least some wood products (for example,
if we realize the paperless office), but
will be very difficult with some other
forest products (for example, biological
diversity and quality water). Foresters
will become adept at handling all
dimensions of the people/resources
equation; more will have to be done
with relatively less. Uses will be
blended rather than zoned, and no one
will get all of what they want.

Productive Potential of Forests.
However, despite scarcity and
necessarily more painful tradeoffs, there

remains an enormous opportunity for
improving the ability of forests to create
and transfer value. We have
well-documented opportunities to
greatly increase wood yields per unit
land area. Most of these gains have
occurred with a scientific focus on
individual organisms, populations
comprised of individual organisms, and
(sometimes) on stands, as silviculturally
defined. Less attention has been paid to
whole-system function, although a
number of pioneering efforts have been
underway for as much as a quarter
century. Next Century Forest Science
will pay more attention to preservation
of both the physiological and
evolutionary function of “used”
landscapes. In the long view,
preservation of the evolutionary anvil
upon which response to change is
shaped (the ecosystem) is the primary
forest ecosystem function, enabling the
sustained flow of uses and benefits from
forests.

A SPECIAL ROLE
FOR THE NORTHEAST

This part of the country is a
particularly apt laboratory for the
construction and application of Next
Century Forestry. There are several
reasons for this: Dominance of the
forest, Dominance of the private sector,
profit and non-profit; and Ancient
Political Systems: the new regulation.

SUMMARY VISION
®  Foresters will lead because of their

ability to solve large, long-term.
complex problems.

¢ Diffuse but strong leadership will
characterize forest organizations.

*  Social science-derived tools will be
more important than natural
science-derived tools, but the latter
will remain necessary and the
difference between MFs and MB As

¢ Forests will be managed as
ecosystems highly productive of
many values without diminishing
their role in wood production —
which will be much more important
than it is generally seen to be now-

¢ The Northeastern U.S. will be the
principal laboratory and leader in
these directions.

IN CLOSING

Challenges are abundant, but so are
resources. There is no reason that a
changed and broadened forestry, with its
emphasis on disciplinary integration.
long-term view, focus on people as a
part of nature, and a huge array of
specialists and specialized skills,
shouldn’t be the rising profession of the
next century. We may need to find a
new name, out of deference to our many
old and new natural resource
management professions. But my own
preference is to change the meaning of

forestry. 4

* Dr. Gordon presented this paper ar
the 75" Winter Meeting of the 4 llegheny
Society of American Foresters, on
February 13, 1997, at Matamoras, PA.
Ed

Allegheny SAF
Recognizes Six
Golden Members

At the Allegheny 75" Celebration.
six members were awarded their Golden
Member certificates. They are:

Gordon T. Bamford  New Jersey

Thomas S. DeLong  Pennsylvania
Thomas G. Clark West Virginia
William S. Corlett Pennsylvania
Herbert Seidel New Jersey
Harold S. Streator Pennsylvania

Congratulations, and thanks for
your 50 years of contributions to SAF
and society. 4
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