





























The Future of Forest Regulation*

By Thom J. McEvoy, Associate Professor & Extension Forester, School of Natural Resources, University of Vermont

There are few words in the
lexicon of American forestry that
evoke as much angst and rancor
among professionals and owners
as regulation. Almost regardless of
context, foresters, logging
contractors and others have come
to hate regulation for everything
it represents: higher authority,
unreasonable practices, loss of
control, paperwork and extra
expense. Just the mere mention of
the word is enough to trigger a
fight, usually with words, but
sometimes with fists. Regulation
is a hot button even among those
who readily admit there are
problems with the way we use
forests. Why? Because “people
ought to be given an opportunity
to do the right thing,” according
to one forest industry pundit,
“otherwise we'll end up with
regulations to regulate the
regulations!”

Since most of the forces that
drive decision making with forests
are based on maximizing
economic values, and it is largely
these forces that have been the
proximate cause of poor practices,
the only way to protect
nonmarket ecosystem values is to
control when and how people use
their land. This, despite the fact
that control is antithetical to what
most owners assume is the
sovereign rights of private
property. Those rights-guaranteed
in the Constitution ("life, liberty
and the pursuit of property,” if
the words of Thomas Jefferson
had been allowed to stand, rather
than the successful edits of
Benjamin Franklin to the words
we see today: “life, liberty and the
pursuit of happiness”) - allow
owners to enjoy full control over
property so long as it does not
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impinge on the rights of others.

The premise for regulating
forests is complicated and by no
means widely accepted, especially
among those who own woodlands
and those who depend on income
from selling services or from
harvesting products. It is based on
the theory that society shares an
interest in forest ecosystems with
those who own land. Within the
context of this theory, society has
rights and obligations to exercise
control over practices that may
impinge on ecosystem functions.
For example, timber harvesting
practices that result in significant
habitat alterations affect wildlife
populations in which society has
an interest. The same goes for
construction and maintenance of
access routes with the potential
for soil erosion and
sedimentation in public waters. In
both cases, the public has a vested
interest in any practices that
might have long-term effects over
areas wider than the property on
which practices are installed.
Lacking financial incentives to
protect these larger interests,
regulation is often the only
alternative that will ensure
compliance.

Families that have owned
forests for many years tend to
interpret society’s interests more
narrowly. The expense of owning
forests on most sites far exceeds a
sustainable rate of return. Adding
insult to injury, society is also
unwilling to acknowledge and
compensate owners for the
positive externalities of forests -
clean air, carbon sequestration,
wildlife habitat, watersheds,
pleasing vistas, recreational
opportunities and all the intrinsic
values of healthy sustainable

ecosystems. Thus, owners have
little incentive to use practices
that also benefit society. Without
market-based incentives that
encourage owners to make
decisions that also benefit society,
there are few alternatives, but
more regulation.

Although forest owners,
managers and users might
disagree on the extent of society's
interests, virtually all forestry
communities agree that ad valorem
property taxes on forestlands are
too high. Instead of taxing forests
on net financial benefits that
accrue to the owner, fair market
valuations fuel conversion of
viable forests into other, more
developed, uses. When lands are
taxed based on the future value of
conversion, development
becomes a self-fulfilling prophecy:
forestlands that are taxed beyond
their capacity to yield economic
benefit are converted to uses that
can. The problem is that
converted uses have nothing to
do with forest ecosystems and
healthy local forest industries.
Thus, as much as forestry
communities complain about
regulation, the alternative is
insidious development and the
death knell of the forest industry
as we know it.

Forest regulation is probably
a better alternative to the
conversion of forests to more
developed uses, but forest
regulation, especially on non-
industrial private lands, is
difficult to effect. Generally,
regulations are promulgated at
state and local levels, often in the
cause of protecting water quality
or wildlife habitats, or some other
tangential value. For example, the
Clean Water Act empowers the

The Allegheny News, Winter 2004-05



Environmental Protection Agency to
make states accountable for water
quality. Most states have exempted
silvicultural activities from
permitting requirements, provided
owners use best management
practices. In this example, the
regulation is a requirement that
owners use specific practices and, for
the most part, the practices are
common sense.

States can avoid direct control
statutes by disguising regulation in
the form of statutes that require
notification of intent. Notification
of intent generally requires owners
to file action plans with a proper
authority if activities are expected to
exceed an established threshold. The
thresholds are commonly tied to the
extent of a treatment (e.g., number
of acres), or to the degree of
disturbance (e.g., what is the extent
of canopy removal?). Notification of
intent statutes often appears more
onerous than is usually the case. In
reality, they are the least invasive
form of regulation. If a practice is
clearly silvicultural in nature (as
opposed to creating landscapes for
housing), and the owner agrees to
use accepted silvicultural techniques,
it is doubtful a permit will be
declined or a practice disallowed. It
is often the compliance process that
causes owners and managers to
bristle, not the outcome, if the
intent is to practice silviculture.

A governing authority’s right to
enact statutes is the equivalent of
exercising the will of a collective
public conscience. When it is
unreasonable to assume woodland
owners and forestry professionals
will always use practices that protect
nonmarket ecosystem values, lacking
incentives or disincentives to do SO,
there is no other alternative but to
control behaviors through
legislation. Antiquated taxation
policies, coupled with a
long-standing view of forests as
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nothing more than assets, whether
for timber or development, sets the
stage for more regulation of forestry
practice, not less.

We're in the midst of a growing
trend for states to control forestry
activities and the people who
provide services to woodland
owners. The purpose of these efforts
is to limit the severity of cutting, to
ensure forest ecosystems are
protected and to protect the public
from people who claim professional
competency, but have none.
Generally, cutting restrictions and
forest protection mechanisms also
take the form of notification statutes
that require an owner to file a plan
when harvesting more than a certain
threshold amount of timber. In
some states, permitting is based on
access to public roads, on protecting
water quality or even on some
obscure (and possibly illegal) local
ordinance aimed at controlling
timber harvesting. If there are such
ordinances, forest owners are
required to comply, as it is the
owner’s responsibility to ensure
forestry activities comply with local
laws. Consulting foresters, loggers
and other contractors are shielded
from liability as agents.

Some states are requiring
foresters, loggers and other woods
workers to maintain credentials that
document competence. These
statutes take on many different
forms and are largely intended to
help the public understand the
extent of a person's abilities and to
require full disclosure of the
professional’s relationships with the
wood-using industry or others whose
interests may be in conflict with
those of the forest owner.

Certification programs are the
least restrictive method of
controlling the credentials of people
who offer services. Why? because
certification is usually voluntary.
Often sponsored by a professional

organization, a certificate commonly
requires members to have attained a
certain level of professional
competence and to make a
commitment to maintain that
competency.

When certification is required
by statute, it takes the form of a
registration. Often differentiated in
conversations by references to “big
C,” indicating a certification
required by law, and “little ¢” for a
self-policing program, the difference
has to do with the consequences for
failing to meet, or maintain, a
program's requirements.
Certification, both big C and little c,
usually requires continuing
education programs and adherence
to a standard of conduct or a code
of ethics. If an individual fails to
complete the requisite education, or
violates the standard of conduct,
certification is suspended or lapsed.

Licensing is the most restrictive
form of controlling forestry
credentials. It is only rarely used
because forestry is somewhat
obscure and poses minimal threats
to human health, safety and welfare.
Most states reject licensing of
forestry professionals because of the
expense associated with maintaining
a board of licensure and on the
grounds that only a small number of
citizens benefit.

The difference between
licensing and registration is in the
degree to which the controlling
authority takes responsibility for
licensees. A licensing authority
assures the public that people with
licenses have achieved a minimum
level of competency and that the
licensee will perform in an
acceptable and professional manner
and in accordance with all laws and
regulations. Registration does not
usually provide the public any
guarantees, other than that of
credentials. Regardless of the

{Continued on page 12}
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method - certification, registration or licensing - each has a standard of conduct by which professionals are expected,

or required, to abide.

Despite the fact that many landowners and forestry professionals would argue that regulation of forestry practices
is already excessive and generally bad, we should prepare for more regulation in the future. Here is sampling of what to

look for:

e Harvesting will be disallowed at times of the year when forest ecosystems are most vulnerable. For example, in
the spring when frost leaves the ground in northern states, soils are saturated and heavy equipment can
compact soils and injure roots; when migrant birds are breeding in certain forest types; following widespread
defoliations or other stressful events, such as drought; or at times when transportation of timber may promote

the spread of disease or infestations.

e Expect to see stronger notification of intent statutes that effectively prevent real estate speculators from
disguising development intentions with silviculture by requiring an owner to maintain a practice for an

extended period of time.

e States will increasingly require licensing and bonding of logging contractors, forestry consultants and others
that provide services to forest owners, requiring education programs, credentials and proof of continuing

education.

e Finally, states may require credentials of forest owners before allowing them to harvest timber from their
lands. Even owners that work with forestry professionals must demonstrate that they have a basic
understanding of forest ecosystems and that they are fully aware of the impacts of their activities on the long-

term health and integrity of forests.

The future of forest regulation is that there will be more of it~far more than what has transpired over the past 10
years. Attempting to resist more regulation for cause is futile. The only reasonable alternative is to engage the debate.
“The world is run by those who show up,” but the rules are the product of those who speak up.

*Copyright 2004 Forest Products Equipment/Moose River Publishing. Reprinted with permission.

The Pennsylvania Forest Fire Museum

By Norman Lacasse, Member, PFFMA Board of Directors

The Pennsylvania Forest Fire Museum Association
(PFFMA) has embarked on a mission to preserve and
showcase the heritage of forest fire protection as it relates to
forestry and to celebrate Pennsylvania’s pioneers in forest
stewardship — past, present and future.

To date, there are 345 active members managed by a
board of directors and counseled by an advisory body in
this 501¢(3) non-profit organization. A tract of land has
been acquired along US Route 30 in Franklin County,
PA near the Michaux State Forest Headquarters, very
near the Penn State Mont Alto campus - the cradle of
Pennsylvania forestry. Architects have completed the

Memberships (Circle One)

$ 10 Individual
$ 15 Family (# in household)
$ 25 Sustaining
$100 Corporate
Life

Please make checks
payable to: The PA Forest Fire Museum Association
RD 9, Box 9203

)
]
?
P $300
)
i
' Stroudsburg, PA 18360
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concept design, interpretive and business plans have
been developed, and the collection of forest fire-fighting
artifacts is already on going. A professional fundraiser is
establishing a major capital campaign. If you have
questions, contact Norman Lacasse at 717-652-4079.

The PFFMA extends an invitation to SAF members
in the Allegheny SAF to join in this endeavor by
becoming members, actively participating in the
development of this museum, attending meetings and
becoming part of the preservation of the proud heritage
of forest fire fighters, “... past, present and future.” F 3

$ Contributing
$ 35  Non-Profit Volunteer Organizations
* Forest Fire Crews
* Forest Fire Wardens Associations
* Volunteer Fire Companies
* Environmental, etc.




Allegheny SAF 2005 Winter Meeting

Hosted by Pinchot Chapter ** Mt. Laurel Resort & Spa, White Haven, PA ** February 23, 24 & 25, 2005
Sustaining Biodiversity, Open Space & Forestry

Wednesday, February 23

4:00 pm - 6:00 pm Registration, Reginald Forbes Art Contest Entries, & Silent Auction Items
4:30 pm - 6:30 pm Allegheny Section Executive Committee
6:30 pm - ? Icebreaker Reception
Thursday, February 24
7:00 am - 9:00 am Registration, Reginald Forbes Art Contest Entries, & Silent Auction Items
8:30 am - 8:40 am Welcome - Dick Cary, Chair, Pinchot Chapter SAF
8:40 am - 9:45 am Opening & Keynote - Don Oaks, DCNR retired, Forestry Consultant
8:40 am ~ 8:50 am Opening Remarks - The Honorable Ray Musto, State Senator (invited)
8:50 am - 9:45 am Keynote - Michael DiBerardinis, Secretary PA DCNR (invited)
10:15 am - Noon Sustaining Biodiversity - Mark Deibler, PA DCNR Silviculture Section
10:15 am - 10:50 am “Biodiversity: What We Don’t Know Can Hurt Us” - Ann Rhoads, Morris Arboretum
10:50 am - 11:25 am “The Pennsylvania Biodiversity Conservation Plan” - Sue Thompson, President,
The Pennsylvania Biodiversity Partnership
11:25 am - Noon “What PA Forest Inventory Tells Us About Wild Places and Habitat” - William McWilliams,
Inventory Coordinator, USDA Forest Service, Forest Inventory and Analysis
1:00 pm - 1:50 pm Premiere Showing: “History of PA Forests” - Dave Miller, Chair, PA Division SAF
1:50 pm - 3:45 pm Sustaining Open Space - Denise Cooke-Bauer, NPS, Delaware Water Gap NRA
1:50 pm - 2:30 pm “The Rising Tide of Landscape Conservation” - Jad Daley, Coordinator, Eastern Forest Partnership
2:50 pm - 3:30 pm “The Impacts of Highlands Legislation on Forestry” - Tom Gilbert, Executive Director, Highlands Coalition
3:30 pm - 3:45 pm “New Jersey SAF Position Statement on Land Use Planning and Stewardship” - Dennis Galway, NJ SAF
4:00 pm - 5:00 pm Student Quiz Bowl
6:00 pm - 7:00 pm Reception & Cash Bar
7:00 pm - 9:00 pm Banquet - MC Mike Lester, SAF Council Awards - Ken Jolly, Chair, Allegheny SAF

Entertainment - “Is Sustainability Impossible or Inevitable?” (a lighthearted look at a serious subject)
Dr. James Hamilton, Professor of Communication Arrs & Sciences, PSU Mont Alto

Eriday, February 25
7:00 am - 8:00 am Chair’s Inspirational Breakfast
8:00 am - 8:30 am PA Division Meeting
8:30 am - 9:15 am Allegheny Section Meeting
Silent Auction, Foresters Fund Raffle, Reginald Forbes Art Show
9:30 am - 11:30 am Sustaining Forestry - Brad Elison, Chair-Elect, PA Division SAF, PA DCNR
9:30 am - 10:00 am “Recent Progress in Understanding Oak Regeneration” - Kim Steiner, Professor, PSU School of Forestry
10:00 am - 10:45 am “Effects of Clearcutting and Unevenaged Management on Biodiversity”
Mary Ann Fajvan, USFS Northeast Forest Station and Tom Shuler, West Virginia University
10:45 am - 11:30 am “Old Growth Silviculture” - Dylan Jenkins, Director Mid-Atlantic Forest Conservation Program,
The Nature Conservancy
11:30 am - Noon Concluding Remarks & Wrap Up - Jim Finley, Professor, PSU School of Forest Resources

Reservations: Block room rate $55/night (plus tax, gratuity); suites available. Childcare for nominal fee. Reserve directly with The Mounrain
Laurel Resort & Spa, phone: 570-443-8411or toll free 1-888-243-9300; Website: www.mountainlaurelresort.com

Directions:

Western PA: 1-80 East to the Lake Harmony Exit 277. Left at light onto Rt. 940 West. Spa on right (3-5 hrs)

Maryland/DC: 1-95 North (495 in DC, 695 in Baltimore) to Rt. 476 North to Pocono Exit 95. Right onto Rt. 940 Wes, Spa on right (4 hrs)
Delaware: 1-95 North to Re. 476 North to Pocono Exit 95. Right onto Re. 940 West. Spa on right (3 hrs)

Philadelphia: Re. 76 West to Rt. 476 North to Pocono Exit 95. Right onto Rt. 940 West. Spa on right (2 hrs)

Name, Email:
Address Phone:
Print on Tag:
Registrations due January 30, 2005. Late fee of $ 15 applies to all registration fees postmarked after January 30, 2005.
SAF Member @$ 70 Total §
Non-Member @$ 85 Total $
Student @5 45 Total §
Chair’s inspirational Breakfast @s$ 11 Total $
Banquet - @S5 28 Total §
Banquet Choices (# of meals for each choice): PrimeRib _____ Vegetarian Plate Chicken Oscar
Make checks payable to: SAF Pinchot Chapter Total Enclosed $
Send payments and direct questions to: Alan R. Knox Phone: 570-296-8346

147 Christian Hill Road Email:  ianknox@warwick.net
Milford PA 18337





















NASF Adopts Guiding Principles and Key Messages
Regarding Healthy Forests and Clean and Abundant \Water

By Steven W. Koehn, MD State Forester and NASF Water Resource Committee Chair

October 15, 2004 - One undisputed reality is that
freshwater is a finite resource requiring diligent and
forward looking stewardship. Today, we know that 66%
of the freshwater runoff in the U.S. originates within
forests. Well over half of our population depends on
drinking water supplies that originate on or are
protected, in part, by forestlands.

With increasing population growth and demands on
our water supplies, particularly drinking water supplies
for urban areas, greater pressure is exerted on the lands
and watersheds from which our water originates. The
prospect of continued regional droughts adds to the
importance of water and forested watershed
management. Securing sustainable water supplies is
becoming a driving factor influencing policy, law,
economic vitality and consumer habits. Thus, a renewed
focus on sound forest management and its connection to
sustainable sources of clean and abundant water is
critical.

Water policy and laws are highly variable, very
complex and therefore challenging. Clearly, healthy
forests are critical to sustaining sources of clean and
abundant drinking water, as well as providing for the
products and services expected by the public; such as
wildlife habitat, sustainable fiber supply, carbon
sequestration, as well as spiritual reflection. With the
prospect of continued regional droughts and increasing
populations, the importance of water and forested
watershed management will be a driving factor on
everyday life with influences on policy, law, economic
vitality, and consumer habits far into the future. Finding
common ground between users will require cooperation
from many groups and will shape the nation’s future,
particularly in the west.

On September 29, 2004 at their annual meeting in
Jackson, MS, the National Association of State Foresters
(NASF) adopted a policy statement which included
guiding principles and key massages regarding the
connection between healthy forests and clean and
abundant water. The purpose of this policy statement is
to provide context and stimulate dialogue that leads to
development of strategies for achieving clean and
abundant water from forested watersheds and reducing
threats to water resources. The goal is to raise the
awareness across the nation of the connection between
healthy forested watersheds and clean water. Through
this, NASF seeks to gain public interest and support to
manage and sustain forested watersheds to protect and
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enhance water resources for immediate and future gains.

Guiding Principles:

As members of the National Association of State

Foresters;

1) We believe in a strong sustainable forest
management ethic that supports clean and abundant
water. To this end, we must develop strategies that
address the linkages among forests, riparian systems,
aquatic systems, and management actions. A
sustainable and integrated watershed forest
management program may include all of the
following activities: sustainable forest management of
both public and private lands; fire control and
prevention; stream monitoring; reforestation;
afforestation; management of road and trail
networks; detection and rapid response to control/
remove invasive species; fencing and animal
management in key watersheds; riparian forest
restoration; active vegetation management - thinning
and fuels reduction operations - where needed; and
public education and outreach.

2) We believe all our water resources should be
“fishable, drinkable, and swimable” as established
under the Clean Water Act of 1972. We must re-
connect the value of our water and riparian resources
with sustainable forest management so we can
maintain and improve these benefits in the future.

3) We believe that a well-managed forest contributes to
the production of water as a commodity in all its
forms.

4) We believe that the protection and management of
forested watersheds must consider the dynamic
nature of forests. Wildfires, floods, insects and
disease, hurricanes, and windstorms can cause
changes at the watershed scale. Forest management
practices can reduce the impacts from some natural
disturbances. In the long-term, disturbance is often
critical in maintaining forest health. Forest
management practices can also emulate, but not
necessarily duplicate, disturbance events and thus, be
used to maintain forest and watershed health, while
simultaneously providing an array of social,
economic and environmental services.

5) We believe that as population increases, our
fundamental commitment to sound forested
watershed management is critical. A new paradigm
for the protection of the natural water-providing
systems must be established with the necessary

The Allegheny News, Winter 2004-05



6)
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8)

resources to ensure sustainable sources of water now
and into the future. Many of the threats to forested
watersheds, such as fragmentation, invasive species,
and catastrophic wildfire, cross ownership
boundaries. Watershed partnerships are an
important element in developing and implementing
this new paradigm, as they have historically been the
most efficient and cost effective way to protect our
water resources.

We believe the multiple federal, state and local land
management mandates over the past three decades
complicates forest management responsibilities on
both public and private forest lands. As a result,
public investment in watershed management has
diminished at the same time our communities’
demand for water resources and attendant watershed
values have increased dramatically. The public
budgets are now being reduced and the resources
currently available for forest management are not in
balance with the value of the water that is being
harvested from the watersheds.

We believe renewed and long-term watershed
research and monitoring is vital to improving our
application of forest management practices.

We believe that private forest landowner compliance
with state approved nonpoint source Best
Management Practices (BMPs) and/or water quality
standards fulfill the landowner’s responsibility to
provide high-quality drinking water to the public at-
large. Policies and assistance, both technical and
financial, should provide additional incentives for
private forest landowner to provide high-quality
drinking water to the public atlarge. Expectations
for higher levels of drinking water quality should be
met through cooperative, non-regulatory methods.

Messages:

Q Water, in all its uses and permutations, is by far
the most valuable commodity that comes from
well-managed forest land. It is also the one
commodity that most of the public that we serve

want to see optimized from our forest lands.
We can have active forest management AND
healthy watersheds ~ provided that Best
Management Practices are applied. In fact,
healthy forests and watersheds are no accident.
Planning and active forest management is
essential to maintaining consistent flows of clean
and abundant water.

Some of the highest quality water (and best
fishing) is on streams that originate in
watersheds where active forest management is
ongoing.

Water quality and quantity are the integrated
result of connections among the upland
forest/rangeland, riparian, and stream systems.
Any efforts to maintain or improve water
conditions will require consideration of these
connections and their interactions.

Water quantity considerations are just as
important as water quality considerations in the
management of watersheds, realizing that water
quality and water quantity may not be achieved
in the same practices on the land.

Significant losses of biodiversity can lead to
watershed degradation, and decreases in water
quality. Sound stewardship of forest watersheds
is defined by substantial progress and success in
both the abundance and quality of the water
flowing forth, and the quality of fish and wildlife
habitat.

Forested watersheds provide habitat for riparian
dependent species, provide fish passage up and
down stream at all life stages. A well-managed
forest can provide all these, concurrent with
delivery of other products and services.

The need and cost to manage the watershed is
not connected at the policy level to the value of
the water commodity in all its forms that is
being utilized from the forested watersheds. &

Casey’s Forestry Concepts

“A New Kind of Consulting”
Income Tax Reduction * Conservation Education

Restructuring Plans to Reduce Tax * Ordinance Development
Lloyd R. Casey

V4

BETTER FOREST CONSULTING SERVICES

EDGAR H. PALPANT, CF

Consulting Forester

TA

“If a better system is thine, impart it;

if not, make use of mine.” Horace (965-88C)

R.D. #1, Box 709
Petersburg, PA 16669

Operations: Phone: (814) 667-5088
Peachy Road @ Phons: (814)
Me Alevys Fort, PA ax: (814) 667-5089

1263 Palomino Drive Phone: 610-436-9424
West Chester, PA 19380  email: Ircasey@comcast.net

E-mail: EHPAL@CS.COM

BETTER TREES - THROUGH BETTER SEED - THROUGH RESEARCH
Speciglizing in Christmas Tree Management
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Coming Events

February 2005

23-24 Register your artwork, sculptures, photos,
needlework, etc. for the Reginald Forbes
Art Contest at the Allegheny SAF Winter

Meeting at Mountain Laurel Resort

Allegheny SAF Winter Meeting,
“Sustaining Biodiversity, Open Space and
Forestry” at the Spa at Mountain Laurel
Resort in White Haven, PA. Look for
registration and reservation information in
the mail and on page 13 of this issue

March
15 Deadline for articles and photos for
Spring 2005 issue of Allegheny News

23-25

April
26-27 2005 Forest Resources Issues Conference
hosted by Penn State University
“Pennsylvania’s Forest Resources:
Assessing Its Condition” at Nittany Lion
Inn, University Park, PA. Contact Laurie
Schoonhoven at 814-865-7932 or email

at Ims28@psu.edu

June
15 Deadline for articles and photos for
Summer 2005 issue of Allegheny News

Future Allegheny SAF Meetings
Summer 2005 - Plateau Chapter (July 27-29, Erie)

Winter 2006 - Valley Forge Chapter

Summer 2006 - Cancelled because of the SAF
National Convention hosted by
Allegheny SAF in Pittsburgh, PA

Future SAF National Conventions

October 19-23, 2005 - Fort Worth, Texas

October 25-29, 2006 - Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania
Hosted by Allegheny SAF
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Allegheny SAF
Committee Chairs

Auditing*
Ronald J. Sheay
12 Glenwood Lane
Stockton, N] 08559
(h) 609-397-7886

Awards*

Howard G. Wurzbacher
17374 N. Main Street Ext.
Titusville, PA 16354
(o) 814-484-9954
(h) 814-589-7538
hwurzbache@state.pa.us

Communications*
Ronald R. Farr, CF
6 Ricker Road
Newfoundland, NJ 07435
(0)973-831-3358
(h) 973-2088165
rfarr@njdwsc.com

Continuing Forestry
Education Coordinator*
Mark Vodak
PO Box 231 Cook College
‘Rutgers University
New Brunswick, NJ 08903
(0) 732.932-8243
(h) 609-7589449
vodak@aesop.rutgers.edu

Education Committee (ad hoc)
Mark R. Webb
11021 Route 6
Union City, PA 16438
(o/h) 814-663-5393
(f) 814-6634008
mrkrwebb@earthlink.net

Education Endowment
Fund (ad hoc)
Ronald J. Sheay
12 Glenwood Lane
Stockton, NJj 08559
(h) 609-397-7886

Forest History (ad hoc)
Ronald J. Sheay
(see above)

Forest Science Coordinator*
Mary Ann Fajvan
USFS NE Station

180 Canfield Street
Morgantown, WV 26505
(o) 304-285-1575
(h) 304-8924515
mfajvan@fs.fed.us

Membership*

Kim C. Steiner
Forest Resources Lab
Penn State University

University Park, PA 16802
(o) 814-8659351
(h) 814-234-8754

Nominations*
Ken Kane
103 Tionesta Avenue
Kane, PA 16735
(o) 814-8379391
(h) 814-837-8357
(f) 814-837-9633

Policy & Legislative (PLAN)*
Timothy A. Kaden
724 Green Winged Trail
Camden, DE 19934
(o) 302-7394811
(h) 302-697-7066

Program*

Ned R. Karger
305 Kinzua Avenue
Kane, PA 16735
(o) 814-837-6941
(h) 814.837-6819
(f) 814-837-8401
nkarger@collinsco.com

Student Coordinating (ad hoc)
Kim C. Steiner
Forest Resources Lab
Penn State University
University Park, PA 16802
(o) 814-865-9351
(h) 814-234-8754

Student Quiz Bowl
Position Available

Tellers*
Susan L. Stout
US Forest Service
PO Box 267
Irvine, PA 16329
(o) 814-563-1040
(h) 814-726-2023

sstout/ne_wa@fs.fed.us

*Standing Committees
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Allegheny Society of American Foresters

Officers
Chairman Chairman-Elect Secretary/Treasurer Past Chairman

Kenneth W. Jolly Kim C. Steiner Rachel R. Billingham Kenneth C. Kane

6 Landings Court Forest Resources Lab 95 Black Walnut Drive 103 Tionesta Avenue
Annapolis, MD 21403 Penn State University Etters, PA 17319 Kane, PA 16735-1236

(0) 410-260-8502 University Park, PA 16802 (0) 717-783.0385 (0) 8148379391

(h) 410-263-1989 (o) 814-865.9351 (h) 7179324802 (h) 814-837-8357

(f) 410-2608596 (h) 814-234.8754 (f) 717-783-5109 (f) 814-837-9633
kjolly@dnr.state.md.us steiner@psu.edu thillingha@state.pa.us gtmake@pennswoods.net

Executive Committee

Mary Ann Fajvan Ned R. Karger Jack L. Perdue Roy A. Siefert
USFS NE Station 305 Kinzua Avenue 5112 Main Street RR2 Box 92A
180 Canfield Street Kane, PA 16735 Grasonville, MD 21638 Middlebury Center, PA 16935
Morgantown, WV 26505 (0) 814-837-6941 (0) 410-260-8505 (0) 570-724-2868
(o) 304-285-1575 (h) 814-837-6819 (f) 410-260-8595 (h) 5703762951
(h) 3048924515 (f) 814-837-8401 jperdue@dnr.state.md.us (f) 570-724-6575
mfajvan@fs.fed.us nkarger@collinsco.com rsiefert@state.pa.us
. . Council Representative
Executive Director Michael B. Lester
Jack Winieski 244 Indian Creek Drive
PO Box 699 Mechanicsburg, PA 17050
Dillsburg, PA 17019-0699 (0) 717-787-2708
(0) 717-432-3646; (h) 717432-3646 (h) 717.763-7072
(f) 717-432-3646 (f) 717-783-5109
ansaf@paonline.com milester@state.pa.us

Division Chairs

Maryland/Delaware New Jersey Pennsylvania West Virginia
Steven F. Resh Dennis M. Galway David F. Miller Lloyd R. (Rudy) Williams, 11
Allegany College of MD PO Box 789 21 South Main Street Division of Forestry Bldg 13
12401 Willowbrook Road Bernardsville, NJ 07480 Russell, PA 16345 1900 Kanawha Blvd East
Cumberland, MD 21502-2596 (0) 9086969133 (0) 814-723-5801 Charleston, WV 25305-0180
(o) 301-784.5307 (f) 908-696-9134 (h) 814-726-2479 (o) 304-5582788
(h) 301-722-2834 dgalway@bellatlantic.net (f) 814-723.2402 (f) 304-558-0413
sresh@allegany.edu dfmaei@hotmail.com rangerrudy1@aol.com
Chapter Chairs
Keystone Northern Hardwood Pinchot Plateau
Thomas L. Wieland Jason A. Albright Richard E. Cary Cecile M. Stelter
Glatfelter 876 S. Michael Road 3133 Girist Mill Road 1771 Breedtown Road
228 South Main Street St. Marys, PA 15857 Orefield, PA 18069-2345 Titusville, PA 16354
Spring Grove, PA 17362 (0) 814-765-0821 (o) 610-395.9360 (0) 814-437-3368
(0) 717-2254711, ext. 2248 (h) 814-8344673 rcarycf@aol.com (h) 814-827-3758
(h) 717-225-2850 jasalbrigh@state.pa.us () 814432.2528
twieland@glatfelter.com cstelter@state.pa.us
Rothrock Valley Forge Western Gateway
Marc McDill Mark P. Buccowich Craig W. Ostheim
906 S. Sparks Street 417 Brandham Way 208 Kennel Road
State College, PA 16801 Downingtown, PA 19335 Ebensburg, PA 15931
(o) 814-865-1602 (0) 610-557-4029 (0) 8144724018
(f) 814-865-3725 mbuccowich@fs.fed.us (h) 814-266-7083

mem14@psu.edu cwosmo@aol.com



