THE BCONQMICS OF FORESTRY IN NEV ENGLAND
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. T would like %o say o few mors words %o help “set the stake for a dissus-
gsion of the resgarch that we-é%e'cﬁrryihghon‘in the field of Forest economicss
This research is aesigned”to'help'thGEOWﬁefb and: operats
forest resdurceoreach.managément‘decisions during the “ﬁransitzon peri

that Dr, Brinser has.describgd;:.-- e o
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T.guppese it is @ truism to” say that -ir})aéﬁ"ﬁye‘cé,ii‘ g irithiour forests in
the fixtwi’ré‘depen&s-largely* on what we yave'dond with them 12 the past, and "~
that the resources Ve hove today cdnétituké*aﬁbb&nt’of;departﬁre for @ny
plens for future use. * e have to &cide What @rowing stock we have to work
with and how it ceme to be in its present condition. We also must see what
kind of operatbing ity we have in‘pr&er“t?'forééeé the things ve é@n'do in

the futuré. . ing

'ih'thé’FéﬂéraI“Fofé%%fServiqé;?éhd'elsewhﬁre~we r
tq1determine{théHcharacté%isﬁics?Of’our'present
how»iﬁ“r@&dhé&“thﬁ*dbﬁdition?it.is‘in téday;

One thing'thét‘we~hévé=found oub isvthéthefhave5a'Very‘defihiﬁefhatural '
succession of forest growth i1n this region. You b6 probably p11 femiliar
with the faét-thﬂt*old'fiélas in’ this aréa#fréqﬁéntly”éeéd in to white pire,
and that on the moister soils this ‘stand 15 followed by heErdwoodss -,
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At“the'Harvardrquest;
are doing é‘goddfdéalfof‘work
growing stotk and: to f£ind out

I was at & meeting yosterday where the thportérnce of the white pine
weevil was discussede 1P was?staﬁed”thh%iWé*héﬁefpyettyEWell'wo?ked through
the white pine phase of~thié’61d—fi€1&‘s&db@éS{bﬁg;ﬁnd'Wé?SHQll not heve %o
worry too much about it from nOwW On. However, I looked over SOmME figures
last night that indicatey at least to me, that nearly half of our abandoned
fields went out of agricultural use since 1920, As a mipimum figure, Some=
where in the vicinity of 8 million acres have been abandoned . Apout
million of these acres will have peen out of agricultural use for 4O to 50
years sometime after 1960, Any white pine on these acres will then be
reaching merchantable 81%€, according to present standards. This makes me
believe that we mus ink about the 0ld—~field white pine succession -
1t willcontinue to tant part of our forest resource for some time
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be an impor

But I am not going to dwell on the present condition of our forest

growing stock, 1 am more jnterested in the problems of the owners of the
operating units that contain forest land here in New England$ what are the
characteristice of these units, and what do the people who own the land wanb
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to do with 147 Ve do mnot know &8 mugh.about these operating units as we
t we do have & 10t of information thet is helpfule

should like, bu
woodland in New England is

about 5 percent of the
most of it concentrated
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g only ‘aboub 134 of them, mostly industrial « 1" suepec&,ere fairly well able

wvere classified as medium or large holdings in ownershlpe of 5,000 acres or
more , ) Government holdings and these ‘large prjvate ownorsh1ps -~ there are

to teke care of their own salvation., They can figure out for themse]ves how
to use their forest resources to the greoteet advantegew Laeapl)

- But that leaves something like-59 - Percent of our woodlend e much of
ihich ls potent;elly our most productive and acce551ble land —~— in the hands
ofpedple with esmall holdings, There are almost 2% million of these people
dwning woodlands in blocks of less than 5,000 acres.’ T think that simply

the ldrge number and small size of these holdlngs will have severe reperque—'
ﬂons on what we cen do in the llnb of forest menagement ~§{v~, )

‘ Avout 21 percent of our woodlﬂnd “the Census scys, is. owned as parts of
ﬁrms and the balance of 38 percentis' in small non—fopm ownersh;ps. Actual-
ly,if you look closely at these figures, it seems reasonable to reduce.farm
ownershlp to somewhere in.the vicinity of 11- Or 12 percent of our woodland,
This is beceuse of the peculipr-definition of'a ‘farm used. by the Census,

Thus we have about 11 or 12 percent of the woodlend héld in small commercdia],
farm ownerships and about L7 percent in small, nonrfarm holdings. These facts
will alse affect what we can do with our woodlands, s1nce ‘these owners-are
in'véetly dlffcrent positions when 1t COmes to forest management. '

The farmer is probably moet favorably plaoed 1n thle group of OWners with
small holdings., Ordinarily he.lives on or hnear his, lend He elso usually
hes a- certaln ‘amount of leabor and equ1pment evallable for woods ‘work, and is
more of less femiliar with local forest product’ markets. lAnother important
factor ‘is that he is used to working with pature fo grow things ~- he is likely
to have a "feel" for natural product1on. A ;

" The non~farm owner is- in a far- less favoreble p081tion., Ma ny iof ‘them
are absentee owners, eltnough gome ‘may - have pert-tlme or res1denoo farms,
Evedl these people, howeVer are .seldom" equlpped'with thc labor, cepital and
knowledge needed to work. their forest lands. :

§ A

 Using as a Base this knowledge ebout the klnds of dpermtlng unlts thot
contain our woodland, we have tried to find out morg concerning what people
expect to gain. from thelr holdings, ¥hy do- they ‘acquire thelr land. in the
first place? A few years ago Dr, Barrdclough mnde & study of emall forest '
holdlngs here in,. New England, . He added.to our" aVa11eble 1nformot10n about
1Zes ot ownershlps' but what -hewwas after prlmerlly was an angwer .to -the:
mmst1ons of 3 "Who are these.people?” "What - ‘do they. do for a living?":
'me d1d they gat their land and whet do they expect to get out of . it?"

“When " Dr. Banraclough f1rst tﬂlked with peoplc about hls project he got
a very’ simple apswer to the question, of- how many reeeons are there for ewn-
ing forest 1and "There are Jjust ds meny reasons &8s there are people", - But
after sampllng the owners in 23 New England towns he was able %o correct this
guess, He found that there are more reesons then there are ownersk '

It Seems that there is o 1ot of dupllceﬁlon- most people have more:. than
one reason for owalng forest: l%nd. In fact, . falr essessment of the situation
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seems to be that owners have & bundlé“%ffmbtives for holding land., Also, the

reasons<tbat;make~up(thia bundle are different between individhals and will
change -over time fog&any;particular%pérson. SUa T :

In his sample towns;Dr.ﬁBarraclough'fouﬁd*about 25 percent 6f the small
holdings were owned by people connected with some wood-using industry, such
as a sawmill. They boughtwthe.land Simplyifbr’what-they'could cut from it
and pub thrqughutheir«mills‘ Anothérfgréﬁg%béught?woodland'for speculative
purposes - they ‘planned tohold dtrend: g511.1ater 8t & higher price.

N Anether importent pointnthat’heuwas able to elarify is the fact that a
10t of small holdjings have notsbeen held by theiy present ownérs for very
long. Thirty to 40 percent of the owners have had their 1and less than 10
. yearss This is-impqrtantzta~us:when;WQ étamt'ﬁﬁrkiﬁg'abéut forest manage—
ment and improvemenxshmhere;tha;bénefits‘méy:ndﬁ acerue to the owner 'for a
long time. -1 1and. is.going ta %cha;nge":hands-évefy 10-to 15 years, it is
hard to interest people in & form :of mansgement fthat Tequires holding the
landﬂlopger,hhanfthaﬁu:mwﬁ B T E S ST O R

NE

Pr. Barreclough a1l found That about whre it ourths ‘of the lend had bee
purchased and;aboutqzo:Refcemt»inhemite&{* The»lﬁrgé%ﬁ“gibué'of‘non;farm"
woodland owners could %egcbarabterizedfasibﬁSineés7ﬁbn,'1éborers and house-
wives., Most of the housewives jpherited their land. Most of these people
earned theirwliying;by1sbme.meﬁnsﬁfbtallyfuhébnnéctéd‘With 1and managements
1.believe; that wuntil wie .cah ‘work vutisome hew ‘ypels- of operating units it
is_goxpggtp,be»Veryfdiffichitwtolget;%Heséﬂpedp}éfﬁp‘prabﬁicé more then &
b@le,mindmumabfvforestamanag@ﬁ@nt;;.Ttr L Taems Do T o
Here are some of the specific ressond’ thak paﬁéédfthé‘OWneré'to cequire
and keep small woodland holdings: 43 percent of the people seid they held
their land for itsztimber;value;fZOJpe&céﬁt fdr‘rébreéﬂibnéi dse;” 15 pereent
fo;_&hegsaxisfactionuofxbWﬁing:land; aySOméWhat:ﬁebuious'ﬁﬁi noné the less
grea};motive;;159pereéhtﬁfdr posidential wse; 15 ﬁéréénx'forf$pecu1ation; and
other reasons about 17 percent,.difZQByOné*haé'béén‘adéing that up, it comes
to aboub 125 percent, showing the extent of duplication.

.1 thizmk that~ih;additionﬁto illustrating{the4ﬁariet§“bf’mdtives for
owning-land, this study dbrought o Iight-ahbther4poiﬁ£’impbrtant to the fub
of fqresb;managemgnﬁaz Although;manyﬂpeopleﬁhad:gotten no income from their
1and:and,didqnot:axpecxzanYtinsthexnearvfutﬁre.;aﬁin*épite of this ~r most’
of -the .people qu@stionedTwereéinteneSted”inugeﬁting’sémé?mpﬁétary'return

srom - theiriland, gven 3f-this was?ﬁot”%héirﬁprimary mqtiVe“for-OWnershipq

They wented income,4buﬁvmostgaqtached éigreétfbig”iifﬁo‘this*désire. "If
I don't have %O do too much in order to get it". T suspect that the kind
qumanagementqthey ugeﬁwilltdependz&argely”oﬁ‘thé kind of reperating units
ﬁhétLWQacaﬁ work1pub-to;help,these péople?m&ké*nséfof:tbeifHWOodlands and
ge“b ‘qetter,r;eturms. N LT caey P R PR
Fromgpn.,3arfaclcughPstrudy”we-know@a:godd’dealiaﬁddﬁ how andwhy Peo
acquire woodland and continue to hold ijt, We plan %o atart & nevw pro ject
.Octobertxtatuwillﬁbuildfpn:this informaﬁioﬁfand<will cﬁrrﬁ'the“qhalysis on
. step.fertheTs, Ve will try.end find out what dotivetés the owders of thes
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will Small holdings to use the kind of forest pfactices that they do use when they
’ moke a cutting, This:project is written up and is available upsteirs, S0 I
won't say too much about it,: '

small
S?Ch‘ We plan to sample the owners of anall holdings throughout the entire
0 1% region —- in.all the.forest type areas, end in 21l the forcst marketing
ative regions of New England.. Ve want this semple. to be made up of woodland
owners who have dones some active mansgement within the last B years w-

: people who have . actually made cuttings, Ve also want this somple divided
ot & equally between people-who have mode obviously short-sighted cuttings, aimed
ery only &b immedimte profit without thought for future growth and returns, and
n 10 people who have made far-sighted cuttings aimed at immediate profit but
Age—: _ tempered by comsideration for future returns, .

e ~ We -hope that by questionnaires, visits and inspectidns we shall be able
?he-  to determine the factors that influenged these pecple to do .either a short-
 sighted or o far-sighted cutting, ¥We hope that splitting the gemple this

: way.wfllvshow.up‘the}different/motives:affecting each group, . If Dr, Barre-

4 been cldugh came out with 1@5 percent on his motives, T ‘suspect we shall find
AT __even more duplications However, I -hope thot we shall be able to set these
house- motives ‘in some isort of order that will help us gauge -their importance, . This
cople . jnformetion may then guide research designed to got.information about forest-
ement o : fy thrt owners meed and can use to reach management decisions, It can also
e 1% « guide our ‘extension and sdugation work that will disseminnte this kin@ﬁof
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