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Time to Change an Ecologic

!

“It becomes increasingly difficult to say
what are practical suggestions, when
one’s research tends to show that what
is politically feasible is usually too
minor to make any difference, while
changes significant enough to be worth-
while are often unthinkable in practical
political terms.”

—World Resources Institute

The single most important step we
can take to assure the long-term ecolog-
ical and evolutionary integrity of the
Northern Forests is the establishment of
large connected ecological reserves that
are adequately buffered from anthro-
pogenic disturbances. This requires the
acquisition of millions of acres of cor-
porately-owned Northern Forest lands
from willing-sellers.

The Forum is one of 22 conserva-
tion groups calling for the acquisition of
“Endangered Jewels of the Northern
Forest.” We believe the purchage of
these 810,000 acres represents a neces-
sary, but not sufficient, step in protect-
ing the natural systems that support life
in the Northern Forest region. As we
report in this issue, wolves and cougars
appear to be returning to Maine inde-
pendently of human restoration efforts.
For viable populations of these two
endangered native predators, we will
probably need reserves throughout the
26 million acre Northern Forest region
that encompass approximately 50 per-
cent of the region and are connected to
other large reserves in neighboring
regions.

Predictably, the high priests of
political pragmatism will dismiss this
last statement as “naive” and “political-
ly impossible.” They will trot out all the
old chestnuts that masquerade as “polit-
ical wisdom” around these parts. Sadly,
such thinking is, in reality, the ortho-
doxy of the status quo—unexamined
assumptions that fail the tests of logic,
physical reality, and, ultimately, of
political reality itself.

Let us, for a moment, imagine it is
New Year’s Day 71984 . How would our
“political pragmatists” view the next ten
years? Would any have predicted the
downfall of the Communist Party in the
USSR? The breaching of the Berlin
Wall? The end of Apartheid in South
Africa? The handshake between Yasir
Arafat and the Prime Minister of Israel?

Would these pragmatists have pre-
dicted that public outrage over clearcuts
and other abusive practices of industrial
forestry would lead to the enactment of
stringent forest practices regulations
well before the end of the century? Did
they predict that the paper industry
would redirect its investment strategy to
the Southeast, leaving Northern Forest
mills significantly less competitive? (If
they did foresee this development, why
did they not act to shelter the regional
economy via diversification, promotion
of value-added manufacturing, and the
restriction of raw log exports?)

Did the pragmatists predict that
millions of acres of absentee corporate
and large family holdings would be
offered for sale? Or that additional mil-
lions of acres would be identified as
“non-strategic” to long-term corporate
interests?

Did the pragmatists evince an
understanding of the global ecological
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crisis? Did they recognize that growth-
at-any-cost industrial civilization has
exceeded the physical limits of Planet
Earth, and that the bill has come due for
centuries of stealing resources from
future generations?

Did these pragmatists show any
compassion for the human and non-
human victims of these crazy economic
policies? hardly. Instead, they used
“pragmatism” to defeat or water down
all measures designed to address the
suffering caused by industrial “pragma-
tism”.

The role of the prophets of political
realism is to defend the vested interests
of the status quo—regardless of the
costs to democracy, economic sustain-
ability, the environment or simple truth.
What is practical, in their world-view, is
to ignore the limits of physical reality,
to subvert democracy, and to corrupt
market forces and government regula-
tion to their own ends.

Self-appointed “political realists”
who oppose land acquisition for
Northern Forest ecological reserves will
claim:

*We don’t know enough to act now;
conservation biology is “unproven theo-
ry.” This is a half-truth that is utterly
hypocritical. We will never know every-

“thing about the ecology of the Northern

Forests, but, as Professor Steve

Trombulak, Dr. David Publicover, Dr. -

Reed Noss, and numerous other respect-
ed ecologists have often said, we know

ally Un

sustainabl

A

!“

more than enough to act now and act
decisively. The call for more research is
a phony ploy to delay protection and
restoration efforts. The 'industry flacks
who want absolute, irrefutable proof
that reserves are necessary have never
subjected forestry or the paper industry
to similar scrutiny. Will they agree to no
further logging anywhere in the
Northern Forests until independent sci-
entists can prove absolutely and
irrefutably that logging benefits ecosys-
tem integrity? Will they insist that their
paper mills cease operations until inde-
pendent scientists provide irrefutable
proof that dioxin and other organochlo-
rines benefit human and non-human
organisms? Unless industrial advocates
are willing to subject their practices to
the same scrutiny they demand of pro-
tection strategies, they should drop this
argument.

*We don’t need reserves; private
property and industry are protecting
biodiversity just fine. While white-tail
deer may concur, neotropical migratory
songbirds, salamanders, salmon,
wolves, cougars, mycorrhizal fungi, old
growth forests, and independent scien-
tists say this is nonsense.

*We can’t afford to buy so much
land in this age of deficits. This is an
awfully plausible-sounding objection,
but only if unexamined in its proper
context. This is a favorite argument of
the same elements of the timber indus-
try who shamelessly lobby for even
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e ‘Political Reality’

greater subsidies than they currently
receive. These folk have shamelessly
lobbied the Northern Forest Lands
Study. and the Northern Forest Lands
Council (NFLC) for capital gains, estate
tax and further property tax breaks.
(While property taxes on small, non-
industrial owners who live on their land
may be excessive and in need of equi-
table reform, it is difficult to make a
similar case for absentee, billion dollar
transnationals that pay 19 cents [$0.19]
per acre in property taxes in the unin-
corporated townships of Coos County,
NH.)

Curiously, these fiscal hypocrites
inflate the cost of land acquisition yet
ignore the cost to the federal and state
treasuries of their favorite tax breaks. If
we allocate $200 million a year for land
acquisition in the region, we could pur-
chase 8-10 million acres within ten
years! Although the NFLC has thus far
failed to tally the cost of rolling back
capital gains for timber, work done by
economist Spencer Phillips of The
Wilderness Society suggests that it
would conservatively cost the federal
treasury $200 million a year, probably
considerably more.

So there you have it: the champions
of industry tax breaks have erdorsed the
expenditure of hundreds of millions of
dollars to assist the struggling Northern
Forest region. The choice we tax payers
face boils down to: should we begin to
secure permanent environmental protec-
tion or should we provide further subsi-
dies to an industry that has fought every
environmental protection effort, has
degraded land, air and water, and has
flourished at the expense of the natural
and human communities of the region,

Continued on Page 31
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‘Chlorine-Free Paper—Price is Higher but Costs are Lower

The Forum has just purchased a

new shipment of chlorine-free paper

from Cross Point that contains 20 per-
cent post-consumer recycled fiber.
Regular issues of the Forum use chlo-
rine-free paper for the cover and the
centerfold. The remainder of the issue is
printed on unbleached newsprint that is
approximately 20 percent recycled.

Chlorine-free paper is very expen-
sive. In fact, we probably are paying
twice the price we would pay for similar
paper that is bleached with chlorine gas
or chlorine dioxide.

For an outfit with the limited
resources of the Forum, it is not easy to
pay so much more for paper. But, when
I received the latest bill for the chlorine-
free paper, I reminded myself that if the
price we have to pay is more, the cost to
natural ecosystems and to human soci-
ety is far less. No dioxins, furans or
hundreds of other highly toxic
organochlorines were discharged by a
paper mill during the chlorine-free
paper-making process. While we do not
pretend that our chlorine-free paper is
harmless to the environment, it is dra-

" matically less harmful to fish, lobsters,
fishermen, and nursing mothers.

Dioxins and other organochlorines
damage human immune and reproduc-
tive systems and increase the risk of
cancer. While the paper companies reap
billions of dollars in subsidized profits
through sales of bleached paper, they
pass along the costs of damaged ecosys-
tems and human health to society. If the
paper companies were required to pay
the true costs of chlorine bleaching—if
society removed the current subsidy that
allows them to pass these reprehensible
costs along to the public—they could
not manufacture chlorine-bleached
paper profitably and would convert to
chlorine-free processes almost
overnight. (See Andrew Whittaker'’s
important essay on pages 22-23.)

As consumers, we must insist on
chlorine-free paper that contains a high
percentage of genuinely post-consumer

~ House to squelch the chlorine-free ini-
S

recycled paper. (Note: recycled paper
will contain chlorine residue because it
was initially bleached with a chlorine
process. Recycled chlorine-free paper
means that no chlorine was used in the
recycled phase of papermaking.)

We must boycott chlorine-bleached
products. We must insist that state and
federal governments purchase only
chlorine-free paper. Unfortunately,
when the timid Clinton White House
floated a proposal to do just that,
Maine’s Senator George Mitchell, the
powerful Majority Leader, disgraced
himself and subverted efforts to convert
Maine’s paper mills to chlorine-free
production. At the bidding of his cam-
paign’s financial supporters in the paper
industry, Mitchell persuaded the White

Endangered Bald Eagles are being poisoned by dioxin and other organochlorines in

tiative. The irony is that although

Senator Mitchell earned his campaign °

contributions by faithfully doing the
paper industry’s dirty work, he actually
hurt the long-term best interests of the
Maine paper mills that are finding it
increasingly more difficult to compete
with the more modern, more productive
mills in the southeast United States (a
southern Mill can produce in four hours
what it takes a Maine mill six or seven
hours to produce).

Our chlorine-free campaign is pro-
ducing results as the following letter
from a reader attests: “You may recall
that I wrote to you some months ago to
inform you that the company. I work for
had switched to chlorine-free, recycled
paper products in their cafeterias. This
decision resulted from a campaign I

the tissues of the fish they eat in Maine and New Hampshire rivers. Photo by Bill

Silliker, Jr.

undertook to get the company to exam-
ine its paper usage and purchasing poli-
cies. Using information from the
Forum regarding dioxin contamination,
I convinced the head of the Food
Service division to make this switch.
Subsequently, I undertook additional
research and wrote a report urging the
company to convert to a chlorine-free
paper for its standard copying and print-
ing stock. I’'m happy to report that we
have ordered our paper supplier to only
provide paper from Union Camp, a
manufacturer that has invested heavily
in an ozone bleaching process and is
using up to 20% recycled fiber in its
paper stock.”

A while back, Bowater lamented to
its shareholders that it was losing out on
European markets that were demanding
chlorine-free paper, which it could not
provide. When one reads such a state-
ment, one wonders if the left hand of
the paper industry knows what the right
hand is doing. If European markets are
inaccessible, if Maine mills are at a
competitive disadvantage with
Southeastern mills, and if demands for
chlorine-free paper are certain to sky-
rocket as the EPA, at long last, cracks
down on dioxin and the public learns
just how costly the under-priced chlo-
rine-bleached paper is, what should this
tell the Maine paper mills and their
friendly Senator Mitchell?

Chlorine-free paper makes eco-
nomic sense!

Besides, ecologically and ethically,
it is the decent thing to do.

—Jamie Sayen

= = = ——

For more infarmation on
chlorine-free paper, contact

Archie Beaton F
Chlorine Free Products Association
102 North Hubbard |

Algonquin, IL 60102
Phone (fax): 708 658-6104

Newfoundland Cod Fisheries Collapse, Over-Population & Economic Growth-at-any-Cost

Especially in times of stubborn
economic downturn such as now, we
keep hearing the litany that “jobs come
first”; “environment is a luxury” (sic!);
and most importantly, “environmental-
ists exaggerate the dangers to serve
their own ends; nothing really bad will
happen anyway”. (This has long been
what I characterize as the Neanderthal
editorial-page policy—not the hard
news sections—of the Wall Street

Editorial Policy |

The Northern Forest Forum is
an independent journal covering issues
of importance to the Northern
Appalachians  (including the
Adirondacks and Tug Hill reigons of
New York). Signed articles reflect the
views only of the writer, and do not
necessarily reflect the views of the edi-
tors or any other groups or individuals
associated with the Forum. The
Forum will publish articles that stimu-
late the search for sustainable natural
and human communities in the region.

If possible, please submit articles
on Macintosh-compatible disc. Send
articles to: Forum, POB 52, Groveton,
NH 03582.
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Journal, for examplé.)

Living, as we do, in northern New
England, within range of Canadian
news media, and reading and hearing
the Newfoundland fishery story con-
stantly, I’d say we have an excellent, if
deeply tragic, example of a true, unex-
aggerated contemporary 1993 environ-
mental disaster right off the Northern
Forest doorstep. John Crosbie, of
Newfoundland, the last national
Fisheries Minister in the late Mulroney
Government, has called the cod collapse
“Not just an environmental problem,
but a major social and economic prob-
lem.” A CBC-Radio report in
November put it in even harder terms,
ones which any Gloucester or New
Bedford fisherman would recognize
instantly: A Canadian Government
research vessel, dragging through the
now-closed grounds off Newfoundland,
an area that for five hundred years has
been among the richest fishing grounds
on earth reported: “In five tows [we]
took twenty fish [small cod],” ( Note,
that’s not “bushels,” or “pens,” or “bar-
rels,” or “hundreds,” that’s just twenty
individual small fish, from an area that
for years has helped feed Europe and

North America.) “You have to be out
there to see it; it’s barren,” said one fish-
eries scientist. Even with the current
Canadian ban, there is no consensus at
all on when the cod stocks will return, if
ever.

At about the same time this news
was breaking, media attention on world
population issues referred to some “pro-
growth experts” (i.e. “more human pop-
ulation growth eventually results in
higher GNP’s”’) who see “gross exag-
geration[s] by biologists and environ-
mentalists” (in the latter’s deep con-
cerns about the assaults on earth’s car-
rying capacity in the wake of ever-
expanding population). “Science and
technology will come to the rescue....,”
according to quotes from these growth-
optimists.

While I'd leave any direct connec-
tion between the Newfoundland cod
collapse and burgeoning human popula-
tion growth worldwide to experts, a
quote from a Prof. Mann of UMass,
Ambherst is most haunting: “Whether
[due to human population pressure] the
extinction of various species will matter
in practical human terms...” . Let’s just
ask Newfoundlanders (many of whom
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tried to warn their government of the
impending collapse) if environmental
conservation issues “matter’” to humans.
They now have the bitter answer. And,
in our own country, let’s all give thanks
to President Clinton for restoring feder-
al funds for population control pro-
grams, funds which George Bush, to his
shame, for his own political ends, will-
fully eliminated.

Bren Whittaker

Brunswick, VT

ABIGAIL AVERY
IN MEMORIAM

As we were going to press, we
learned of the death of our beloved
friend, long-time Sierra Club
activist, Abigail Avery.

Abby was a loyal and devoted
friend of the Northern Forests
whose generosity and encourage-
ment gave many of us our start. She
always sought ways to defend the
ecological integrity of the forests
without polarizing the situation.

As we enter 1994, we must
redouble our efforts to compensate
for Abby's absence.

Thanks Abby. We miss you.
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22 Northern Forest Conservation Groups Call
for Public Acquisition 0of'810,000 Acres

A 1994 NEW YEAR’S
RESOLUTION

“Endangered Jewels of the
Northern Forest”
A Willing-Seller Land

Protection Program

y

This is the third annual New Year's
Resolution for the Northern Forest endorsed
by the conservation groups listed on the
cover. Each year, the report has been edited
and printed by David J. Miller, Northeast
Regional office of the National Audubon
Society, 1789 Western Ave., Albany, NY
12203-4601. Special thanks goes to the REI
Conservation Fund whose donation enabled
this year’s report to include photographs of
several of the natural resource jewels of the
Great Northern Forest.

The Northern Forest region faces tremendous
forces of change. Changing dynamics in the forest
products industry, increases in land speculation and

subdivision and increasingly intensified harvesting .

practices have the potential to fundamentally alter the
character of the Great Northern Forest. Today, hun-
dreds of thousands of acres in the Northern Forest are
for sale. The threats these “fire sale” circumstances
pose to the ecological integrity of these lands is only
dampened by the on-going economic recession of the
Northeast.

The Northern Forest Area does not have signifi-
cant region-wide programs to purchase and protect
these lands. Some states have modest land protection
funds, but not enough to meet the needs. The only
source of federal funds to the region is an impover-
ished Land and Water Conservation Fund and a woe-
fully underfunded Forest Legacy program.

The sponsoring organizations of this report hope
that by highlighting these significant tracts of land
worthy of protection for future generations, greater
public attention will be drawn to the urgency for public
funding and action. These landowners want to sell—if
only we were prepared to buy. Our unified call for pro-
tection of these lands is a New Year’s Resolution for
all generations and for all of the new years to come.

As important lands are put on the market by will-
ing-sellers and large private corporations are reconsid-
ering the fate of their lands, the federally funded
Northern Forest Lands Council is preparing to issue its
public policy report to Congress. The 1994 Northern
Forest Lands Council report and recommendations to
Congress provide a unique opportunity to promote
funding for these natural resource jewels of the Great
Northern Forest while providing a sustainable future to
its industries and local communities.

Conservationists engaged in protecting ecological-
ly significant areas recognize that the Northern Forest
Lands Council must take a comprehensive approach to
the ecological, social and economic needs of the
region. To accomplish this broad objective, a strategy
of wildland reserves, sustainable forestry and strong
local economies must be pursued. A wildland system
will assist in protecting the ecological integrity of the
region and its wondrous wildlife resources including
the critical breeding habitats for over 100 migratory
songbirds. The creation of a system of wildland
reserves in the Great Northern Forest by increasing
appropriations to the Federal Land and Water
Conservation Fund and Forest Legacy Program with
state/federal funding partnerships will address the
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interest of the real estate industry have brought new
pressures to the region. Today’s market has forced
companies to separate their holdings into strategic and
non-strategic categories. Companies like Champion
International have admitted that it will be difficult to
hold on to hundreds of thousands of acres of non-
strategic lands in today’s economic climate. These
lands could end up in the hands of real estate specula-
tors instead of being protected by public acquisition
| and restoration programs or allowed to continue sus-
tainable forestry through the use of conservation ease-
ments. The challenge is before us, and now is the time
to act.

needs of many of the natural resource jewels in this re-
port. A well-managed forestry system for the Great
Northern Forest with appropriate tax incentives can
help ensure that forest practices are ecologically and
-economically sound. Strong local economies coupled
with sustainable forestry will not only provide for the
people of the Northern Forest but also, in doing so,
play a significant role in protecting the special places
listed in this report.

For the past several years, our organizations called
upon our federal and state government leaders to estab-
lish land acquisition and conservation easement funds
to protect large tracts of critical lands for-sale, or pro-
jected for-sale, in the near future. Some of these lands,
like the Raquette River Tract in the Adirondacks, have
been protected, while others have changed ownership.
Land acquisition from willing-sellers for public good
remains the most successful conservation tradition in
America since the days of President Theodore
Roosevelt. Today, this conservation tool is augmented
with the innovative use of conservation easements,
which enable land-owners to keep land in forest pro-
duction and/or agricultural use through a private/public
partnership. Protection of these lands for sustainable
economic uses can greatly assist local economies while
protecting the region’s natural resources. The Northern
Forest Lands Council must recognize that these natural
resource wonders provide the cornerstone to the eco-
logical and economic spirit of the region.

However, the lands listed represent only a snap-
shot of the large private lands which will be on the
open-market this decade. The region’s multinational
corporations are faced with serious long-term econom-
ic decisions regarding their land holdings. Certain large
land purchases have been transacted from one forest
company to another with the goal of remaining in for-
est production, as in the Maine Bowater case.
However, international competition and the growing

Endangered Jewels of the Northern Forest

The lands listed represent only a
snapshot of the large private
lands which will be on the
open-market this decade.

The Northern Forest Lands Council acknowledges
the purchase of interests in land from willing-sellers as
a tool to protect critical sites. In 1990, the four-state
Governor’s Task Force of the Northern Forest Lands
Study recommended an annual federal appropriation to
the states of $25 million for land acquisition for each
of the following four years. But the Task Force
‘recommendation went unheeded, and the number of
parcels on the market, as well as the costs to perma-
nently protect them, is growing.

The people of the region, and all those who value
the Great Northern Forest must not continue to ignore
the opportunity to conserve several significant land
parcels in the region. There is an on-going need for
better statewide and regional planning so agencies can
anticipate when lands are to be put on the open-market,

Large Tracts of Land now, or 'suspected soon to be offered,
for sale or easement in the Northern Forest Region from Willing Sellers

Property Location Acreage Status

Heurich Estate Adirondacks 2,200 Pending Sale to State
Whitney Tract Adirondacks 50,000 Fate Unknown
Follensby Pond Adirondacks 14,000 - Fate Unknown
Ma?gan/Wbite/Bird Adironddcks‘ 1,000 Pending Sale to State
Lyons Falls Pulp and Paper  Adirondacks/T ug Hill 20,000 Fate Unknown
Champion Non-Strat.Lands = Adirondacks 95,000* Fate Unknown
Domtar International Adirondacks 105,000* Easement Offered
International Paper Lands Vermont 30,000 - For Sale

Large Corp. Lands Holdings  Vermont 200,000* Fate Unknown

Big Jay . Vermont 5,000 Fate Unknown

NH Corp. Lands New Hampshire 143,000* Fate Unknown
Stratford Bog New Hampshire 5,700 Easement Pending
Kilkenny Tract New Hampshire 12,000 Sold to Timber Group
Katahdin Iron Works Maine 70,000 Sold to Timber Group
Intl. Paper Mahoosuc Mtns.  Maine 30,000 For Sale

Hearst Corp. Machias Lands Maine 27,000 Fate Unknown

ESTIMATED TOTAL ACREAGE AT RISK 809,900

ACREAGE SAVED IN 1993 20,000**

* Approximate New England and New York Corporate Holdings currently or suspected to be
offered for sale or easement in the future.

** This represents the International Paper Racquette River Tract in the Adirondacks.
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‘rather than today’s more reactive approach. In the long
run, conservation of the ecological and economic
integrity of the Northern Forest will require a mix of
economic incentives for private landowners; sensible
and fair land use regulations; and public acquisition of
key lands. The latter will not be a reality for many of
the jewels in the Great Northern Forest unless the fed-
eral government reverses its present trend of reduced
funding for willing-seller acquisition programs.

The following sections outline today’s concerns
for large tracts of forestland in the Great Northern
Forest. While there is cause for celebration with the
donation of the Raquette River Tract in the
Adirondacks, most of the lands we have listed for the
past three years are no closer to protection and stew-
ardship. With the list of lands available for acquisition
and easements growing, our hope is that our united call
for action will ensure an investment of public dollars
before it is too late.

Adirondacks

In the Adirondack Park, there are several large
tracts of land with willing-sellers who are open to the
possibility of state acquisition of fee titles or ease-
ments. Key tracts have been identified by numerous
public and private reports in the past several years.
Last year, Champion International identified 95,000
acres of non-strategic forest lands which they may put
on the market in the future. More recently, Domtar
International announced its desire to sell conservation
easements on all 105,000 acres of its Adirondack
lands. The landowners of these' jewels and other po-
tential acquisition/restoration sites in the Adirondacks
have had discussions on the protection of their lands at
some governmental levels, and many of the parcels are
highlighted in New York State’s Open Space Plan. In
July of 1993, New York State passed the
Environmental Protection Fund, which provides funds
for land acquisition and conservation easements.
- However, further matching dollars from the federal
government is needed if all of these jewels are to be
saved.

International Paper Company’s
Raquette River Tract

Saved: The Raquette River Tract saved by dona-
tion a year ago consists of approximately 20,000 acres
of low-elevation boreal bogs, spruce flats, swamps,
mixed coniferous forests, and hardwood hills in the
northwestern Adirondacks. Eleven miles of the
Raquette River, including 22 miles of shoreline, lie in

Whitney Estate

Fate Unknown: A true gem of 50,000 acres in the
central Adirondacks. This property would be the cor-
nerstone for the creation of a new wildland reserve in
the Adirondacks, which has been named by many as
the proposed Oswegatchie Wilderness. Without federal
matching dollars, we may not have enough to save this
magnificent jewel.

The over 800,000 acres of prime forest land listed will never be
more affordable and can be protected today through easements and
fee acquisitions. During the next decade, several hundred million
dollars will need to be earmarked as other large parcels are put on
the market by willing-sellers. Indeed, the costs to the nation if they

are lost to subdivision and developments are inestimable.

the southwestern corner of the tract and form the con-

necting link between Tupper Lake and Carry Falls
Reservoir, a popular historic canoe route. The Raquette
is classified as a scenic river in the state’s Wild, Scenic
and Recreational Rivers System. Protection of this
tract was provided for by a private donation of the land
by International Paper to the non-profit Conservation
Fund. A jewel has been saved for future generations to
enjoy.

Heurich Estate

Pending Sale to State: A pristine area on the shore
of Lake Champlain. This tract provides wildlife and
recreational opportunities. It is scheduled to be one of
the first Adirondack projects under the new State
Protection Fund. The property includes three miles of
shoreline and encompasses 2,200 acres of land. This
scenic parcel is currently held by the Open Space
Institute in anticipation of its sale to the state.
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Follensby Pond

Fate Unknown: The owner of this 14,000 acre
tract has shown interest in selling the property to the
state and extended the state’s option through 1994. One
of the largest, undeveloped, privately- owned water-
bodies in the Adirondacks, Follensby Pond would be a
logical adjunct to the popular Raquette River canoe
route between Long Lake and Tupper Lake. Follensby
Pond, known in history as the wilderness setting for
the famous 1858 philosophers’ camp of Ralph Waldo
Emerson and other Boston luminaries, should be a top
priority of the state’s new Environmental Protection
Fund.

The Morgan/White/Bird Properties

on Lake George

Pending Sale to State: These holdings include
three miles of shoreline on northern Lake George, the

The Northern Forest Forum

Whitney Estate: Some of the 40 lakes and ponds on the 50,000-acre Whitney Tract. Photo by Nancie Battaglia

last significant stretch of undisturbed private land on
this “Queen of American Lakes.” While the southern
end of Lake George has been transformed by devel-
opment, the northern basin can still be saved if this
wild shoreline can be preserved in its natural state. The
Morgan portion of the holding, including a mile of
pristine lakefront, is being held by the Nature
Conservancy with hopes of purchase by New York
State with the newly enacted Environmental Protection
Fund.

Lyons Falls Pulp and Paper Lands

Fate Unknown: This large tract of industrial tim-
berland put on the market last year consisted of 15,000
acres of pristine forest on the headwaters of the
Salmon River in the Tug Hill Region and 5,000 acres
on the headwaters of the Moose River in the
Adirondacks. These areas are noted for their migratory
bird habitat. Later in 1993, these lands were taken off
the market when working capital loans were received.
The long term fate of the property is unknown.

Northern Vermont &
Green Mountains

The Vermont portion of the Northern Forest has
the lowest proportion of large, contiguous tracts of
public or private land. This has made it critical to pro-
tect the integrity of existing large tracts of private land,
and to consolidate public ownership in already autho-
rized public land units.

Northeast Kingdom International

Paper Land

For Sale: This tract includes 30,000 acres of
forestland adjacent to Cow Mountain Pond Forest
Legacy Project in Granby and also adjacent to
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Brighton Municipal Forest and Willoughby State
Forest in Vermont. The property includes McConnell
Pond and the headwaters of Granby Stream.
International Paper recently put these 30,000 acres on
the market. They could be considered part of a wild-
land strategy for the Northeast Kingdom.

Other Corporate Holdings in the
Northeast Kingdom

Fate Unknown: In addition to International Paper,
there are several other large corporate holdings in
Vermont’s Northeast Kingdom, which is the most
remote and undeveloped portion of the state corporate
timberlands, including Champion and Hancock Timber
Resource Group. Approximately 200,000 acres could
be on the market before the turn of the century.
Opportunities to purchase key tracts of these lands may
be forthcoming, thus protecting the public values of the
Northeast Kingdom.

Big Jay

Fate Unknown: A mountain-top habitat in
Northern Vermont which should be protected for gen-
erations to come. Currently, efforts are underway to
secure public dollars to ensure that Big Jay is protected
permanently as public open space. This 5,000+ acre
parcel represents the highest-elevatibn, undeveloped,
privately-owned mountain peak in Vermont and is
home to a section of Vermont’s Loxg Trail. Protection
of Big Jay will provide a haven for wildlife and hikers
for many generations to come.

g

u

Big Jay. Photo by Jobn McKeith

Northern New
Hampshire

The northernmost portion of New Hampshire is
dominated by a half-million acres of timberland owned
by giant, transnational, forest-products companies.
Now, these lands are threatened by major changes in

the forest-products industry. Below are important own-

erships which represent endangered jewels of New
Hampshire’s Northern Forest.

The James River Lands

Fate Unknown: Stretching from Wentworth’s
Location to Whitefield, James River Timber
Corporation, a subsidiary of Richmond, Virginia-based
James River Corporation, manages some 80,000 acres
of forest land in New Hampshire’s Coos County. The
James River Corporation owns a significant percentage
of the holding company, Diamond Occidental Forest
Industries, which owns these lands. In 1993, an ad-
ditional 63,000 acres of forestland was sold by the
holding company to Hancock Timber Resources
Group.

These properties combined contain numerous out-
standing lakes, streams, and wetlands. They are impor-
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The Great Northern Forest Region needs policies that promote
Protection, Public and Private Ownership and the Preservation of
Public Values through programs for Wildland Reserwves,
Sustainable Forestry, and Strong Local Econon?ies

tant to the public—and to local people in particular—
as backcountry where one can not only work for the
forest products industry, but also find solitude for hik-
ing, hunting, snowmobiling, camping, fishing and a
variety of other recreational pursuits. These lands
include some 7,900 acres within the boundaries of the
new Lake Umbagog National Wildlife Refuge, approx-
imately 5,000 acres of in holdings in the White
Mountain National Forest, and much of the western
slope of the scenic Mahoosuc Range, which was origi-
nally included in the White Mountain National Forest
boundary. In addition, the lands abut the Appalachian
Trail.

Hancock Timber Resources Group and James
River Corporation have not ruled out exploring the
possibility of selling conservation easements or fee ti-
tle on some of these lands in the future. An estimated
143,000 acres of corporate land could be in question. If
these companies decide to sell certain lands, public
acquisition of some or all of these lands for addition to
the White Mountain National Forest, or other federal
or state land units, would ensure lasting protection and
provide for the full range of land uses. A wildland
reserve could be created with certain parcels linked
with lands on the market across the Maine border.

Stratford Bog

Easement Pending: This 5,900 acre tract was part
of the land that was sold to real estate speculator
Claude Rancourt in the 1988 Diamond International
sale. On the east, it abuts the publicly-owned 41,000
acre Nash Stream Forest; on the west, it is adjacent to
1,200 privately-owned acres under conservation ease-
ment. All of these lands are less than 10 miles from the
White Mountain National Forest.

Stratford Bog has outstanding public value,
including wildlife habitat, productive forests and
opportunities for outdoor recreation. Owner Raymond
Hartshorn is negotiating the sale of a conservation
easement with the State of New Hampshire and the
U.S. Forest Service, under the Forest Legacy Program.
At present, he intends to retain 200 acres for develop-
ment. In the past year, Mr. Hartshorn has conducted
heavy logging operations on this tract including a
three-quarter mile long clear-cut for a proposed air-
plane landing strip. He has also constructed a new road
into the bog.

These negotiations are only possible because
Congress heeded earlier calls for continued funding of
the Forest Legacy Program. There is no other apparent
way to protect this strategically located parcel. Now
that Congress has done its part, we can only hope for a
successful conclusion by the responsible agencies.
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Kilkenny Tract

Sold to Timber Group: This 12,000 acre tract in
Randolph, New Hampshire, links two important
regions of the White Mountain National Forest: The
Presidential Range and the Kilkenny Range. The
Kilkenny tract was recently purchased from Diamond
Occidental Forest Industries, Inc., a partially owned
subsidiary of James River, Inc., by John Hancock
Timber Resources Group, a division of John Hancock
Financial Services, Inc., an investment firm with long-
term forest-management objectives.

Encompassing the Crescent Range, this tract con-
tains over 70 miles of trails maintained by the
Randolph Mountain Club. Pond of Safety, a high ele-
vation pond, lies in the center of the tract. This
Revolutionary War historic site is home to brook trout
and a focus for other wildlife. Black bear, moose and
fish abound in the region, the habitat is ideal for the
pine martin, and has the potential for lynx. Timber har-
vests have occurred repeatedly in the past and, under
careful management, the area will continue to provide
quality forest products in the future. Acquisition and/or
conservation easements are in order to protect the pub-
lic value of this land. '

Pondicherry

Sold to Timber Group: Nestled in Jefferson
Meadow, New Hampshire, Little Cherry Pond and
Cherry Pond form a unique natural area that is listed as
a national natural landmark. The two shallow ponds
and surrounding marsh, bog and forest are home to a
wide variety of songbirds, waterfowl, mammals and
amphibians. A total of 173 species of birds have been
recorded in the area and include 48 species of resident
and migratory waterfowl. Great blue herons have
recently established a rookery, and loons nest on
Cherry Pond.

The ponds are managed by the New Hampshire
Department of Fish and Game. The Audubon Society
of New Hampshire owns the Pondicherry Wildlife
Refuge which consists of the land immediately sur-
rounding the ponds. While the ponds and immediate
shoreline are protected from development, the wide
array of wildlife habitat and associated wetlands and
streams that make this area unique is subject to the
needs of private timberland investors. Ownership
recently transferred to John Hancock Timber
Resources Group, a division of John Hancock
Financial Services, Inc. and an opportunity exists to
unite the protected areas around Little Cherry Pond
and Cherry Pond with the broader diverse habitat in the
valley and make the Pondicherry region a true refuge
for wildlife. Acquisition and/or easement tools need to
be explored.

The Maine Woods

Maine has the largest share of the Northern Forest
(58%) and the lowest proportion of public ownership
in the Northeast (5%). Several tracts in the Maine
Woods that represent some of the best and most vul-
nerable wild lands left in Maine, are currently at risk
and their future is unknown.

Katahdin Iron Works

Sold to Timber Group: This area encompasses
numerous remote ponds and mountain peaks, miles of
undeveloped river and stream shoreland, and nearly the
entire watershed of the West Branch Pleasant River
above Silver Lake. It borders the Hermitage, an old-
growth pine stand owned by The Nature Conservancy;
the Gulf Hagas, a registered national landmark; and the
Appalachian Trail, which bisects the property just
southwest of the Nahmakanta township which was pur-
chased by public conservation agencies several years
ago.
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Of the approximately 70,000 acres in the Katahdin
Iron Works Area, 32,000 acres were sold by James
River Corporation/Diamond Occidental Forest, Inc. in
1993 to Hancock Timber Resource Group. Hancock
Timber Resources Group is open to future public
acquisition or conservation easement strategies.
Abutting parcels are owned by Champion International
Corporation, which has indicated some interest in sell-
ing their land in the area.

The Katahdin Iron Works lands should be protect-
ed for the full array of advantages for public value.
Public ownership along the Appalachian Trail could be
expanded, and, in the short term, sensitive areas
(shorelands, ridgetops, deer yards, endangered plant
sites, etc.) could be protected through full-fee owner-
ship or conservation easements held by public agen-
cies. In the long term, full-fee public acquisition from

willing-sellers of all of the KI lands would give the

strongest assurance for safeguarding the public value
of the area.

Mahoosuc Mountains

For Sale: During the summer of 1993,
International Paper Company (IP) quietly put 30,833
acres of forestland in Maine near the New Hampshire
border on the market for $7.9 million. The property
encompasses four parcels, ranging from a hundred
acres to more than 15,240 acres, including some of the
wildest stretches within the viewshed of the
Appalachian National Scenic Trail, The Mahoosucs
have long been deemed to be a high priority area for
public land protection. Nearby, there is already a mix
of state (public reserve, state park) and federal (nation-
al forest, Appalachian Trail, National Wildlife Refuge)
lands. :

Some of the most spectacular of the IP lands are
directly threatened by development. One of the largest
ski resorts in the Northeast has proposed to buy over a
thousand acres to build a lake, to expand alpine skiing
trails and equipment, and to construct a lodge, hotel,
village and other commercial and residential facilities
in this area. The IP lands sale presents an extraordinary
opportunity to permanently protect key wildlife and
forest habitat in western Maine and connect them with
a potential wildland reserve across the New Hampshire
border to the west and with the White Mountain
National Forest to the South.

Hearst Corporation’s Machias Lands

Fate Unknown: This large tract owned by Hearst
Corporation includes 27,000 acres of land in Wesley
and T25 Township, Maine including the Machias
River, Little Mopang Stream, and Old Stream. Hearst
Corporation has sold most of its Maine holdings over
the last several years and this unique property is their
only remaining holding in the state. The Machias is
one of Maine’s most important recreational rivers for
canoeing, kayaking and rafting. It is also one of

McKeith
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Stratford Bog: A portion of the three-quarter mile clearcut for a proposed airplane landing strip. Photo by John

Katahdin Iron Works Valley from Silver Lake to the nortbern.}Boundary Mountains. Photo by Joseph Spaulding

Maine’s few natural salmon breeding rivers. The
27,000 acres include the immediate watershed of -all
three rivers and is currently undeveloped. The state of
Maine is interested in acquiring the parcel but stymied
by the purchase price. Acquisition funds would ensure
the protection of this jewel of the Maine Woods.

Conclusion

The cost of protecting these jewels is in the range
of 75 to 100 million dollars, based on the average mar-
ket price across the region. The cost at this time can
only be a range with a distribution of title fee acquisi-
tion and conservation easements still to be determined.
The over 800,000 acres of prime forest land listed will
never be more affordable and can be protected today
through easements and fee acquisitions. During the
next decade, several hundred million dollars will need

to be earmarked as other large parcels are put on the
market by willing-sellers. Indeed, the costs to the
nation if they are lost to subdivision and developments
are inestimable. These costs will also be a major bur-
den to local communities. A movement to revise feder-
al Land and Water Conservation Fund priorities and
further develop new funding mechanisms such as the
Forest Legacy Program offer an unprecedented oppor-
tunity to purchase these valuable lands at affordable
prices.

Without leadership from our state houses and
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- Congress, these hopes for the New Year will turn into
development nightmares with new condominium com-
plexes and other developments changing the character
and, in most cases, the traditional uses of the region.
These lands provide examples of the endangered natur-
al resource jewels of our Northern Forest and point out
the need for our resolution to state and federal govern-
ments to provide land-protection funding. These jewels
will be lost or preserved by our action today, and the
outcome, good or bad, will be a permanent legacy for
generations to come.

22 Conservation
j Groups Support
Public Acquisition

———

The following 22 conservation groups
urge'citizen: from across the region to join
with us to protect these and other jewels
J through this Northern Forest New Year’s I
Resolution:

*The Adirondack Council l
*Adirondack Mountain Club j
*Appalachian Mountain Club |
*Appalachian Trail Conference
[| *Association for the Protection of the |||
Adirondacks
*Audubon Society of New Hampshire |||
*The Conservation Law Foundation
*Environmental Air Force
*Environmental Planning Lobby
*The Green Mountain Club
*National Audubon Society
*National Wildlife Federation
*Natural Resources Defense Council
*New Hampshire Wildlife Federation
*New York Rivers United
*The Northern Forest Forum
*RESTORE: The North Woods
*Sierra Club
*Society for the Protection of New
Hampshire Forests :
*Trust for Public Lands
*Vermont Natural Resources Council
*The Wilderness Society
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Diamond Land Conversion: Has Council Missed Something?

by Mitch Lansky

The sale of the Diamond
Occidental lands to developers in New
Hampshire and Vermont was a major
spur to the formation of the Northern
Forest Lands Study. Most of the
Diamond lands in Maine were sold to
Fraser, James River, Hancock, or others
in the forest industry. But does this
mean that the Diamond land sales in
Maine are not a problem?

A Pattern?

My curiosity over the subject was
first aroused by a call I received from a
St. Albans, Maine resident who
informed me that a few thousand acres
of Diamond lands there had been sold to
a large contractor. The caller, who was
himself a pa'rt-time logger, was con-
cerned with the intensity of the cutting.
The operation was obviously directed
toward liquidating the commercially-
valuable timber to get a quick payback
on the purchase.

Soon afterward, I noticed that
another large contractor had purchased
Diamond lands in nearby Drew
Plantation, and was cutting this rather
heavily (though the cutting would not
qualify under the Maine Forest
Service’s definition of a “clearcut”
because it left slightly more than 30
square feet basal area per acre of trees).
This contractor is a representative in the
Maine legislature.

A few months later, another caller
informed me that a Canadian contractor
had purchased over a thousand acres
from Diamond near the Brewer/Holden
border. Much of the wood cut was
shipped to Canadian mills.

And then someone called to tell me
that a large contractor had purchased a
Diamond lot in Kossuth and had cut
almost anything with value, including
deer yards and aquatic buffer strips.

Shocked by such abuses, my informant
had called the Land Use Regulation
Commission (LURC) to stop what were
obviously illegal cutting practices.
LURC officials showed up, months
later, after the cutting was completed,
and did fine the contractor for cutting
the aquatic buffers.

This caller had talked to the con-
tractor who had told him how much the

land cost and how much wood was cut.
Apparently, despite the LURC fine, the
contractor got 100% return on his
investment in just one and a half months
and still had the land to sell.

Implications
I did not solicit any of these calls.
Indeed, I have made no major effort to
research this subject, so it is quite possi-

Large clearcuts and wbole—z‘ree clearcuts are not examples of land " confver.vtan
according to the Northern Forest Lands Council. Photo by Stephen Gorman

ble that these examples, involving thou-
sands of acres, represent just the tip of
an iceberg, an iceberg that includes
sales of non-strategic parcels by other
industrial landowners-to their contrac-
tors. If so, it may mean that the
Council’s statistics on land conversion
are missing something. important. There
are thousands of acres of parcels that
are still under current-use tax, they are
still being “managed,” but the intention
of the “management” is forest liquida-
tion and sale. Until the land is subdivid-
ed or sold for development, this type of
practice does not show up in land-con-
version figures.

The purchase and liquidation of
former industrial timber tracts by large
contractors is attractive for several
major reasons:

1. purchase price of the land is less
than the value of the standing timber
plus the value of the cleared land.

2. There are no forest-practices reg-
ulations to prevent a landowner from
rapidly liquidating the most valuable
timber.

3. There are no regulations in
Maine to prevent rapid resale of pur-
chased land.

4. Even if the land is not rapidly
resold, the current-use tax (around a
dollar per acre) is so low that holding
on to non-productive land is only a:
minor burden at most.

Ironically, the Council has chosen
not to directly confront forest practices,
even though lack of regulations is a
major factor allowing land conversion.
The Council has also been lobbying for
lower land taxes, even though low land
taxes with no silvicultural strings
attached make forest liquidation a more
profitable endeavor. If the Council does
not address these crucial issues, it may
end up offering solutions that may
become part of the problem.

Cougar-Like Animal Kills Bobcat in Eastern Maine

by Jamie Sayen

In November a hunter in eastern
Maine witnessed a battle between a
bobcat and a large, brown animal,
thought to be a cougar, that left the bob-
cat mortally wounded. The Maine
Department of Inland- Fisheries and
Wildlife (DIFW) is conducting tests on
the bobcat carcass and samples of fur
and blood found at the site of the battle
to see if, indeed, this was a cougar. Test
results will not be available for a few
months.

Anthony Fuscaldo was hunting in
woods near Columbia Falls when he
heard “something that sounded like a
woman screaming in pain. I’ve never
heard anything like that before,” he told
the Maine Times. He walked over a rise
and spotted a large, brown, tawny ani-
mal shaking something with its head
about 15 feet away. He guessed that the
animal was about four feet long and
weighed about 80 pounds.

When the animal turned around, he
saw a “big angry head—about the size
of an average human head.” It “let out a
big snarl,” and, after a few moments it
dropped the bobcat and “took three
tremendous long leaps” and disappeared
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into the brush. After killing the mortally
wounded bobcat, Fuscaldo notified
DIFW.

Ken Elowe, a wildlife biologist
with DIFW reported that claw and bite
marks appeared to be the correct size
for a cougar. “We don’t know what it
was,” said Elowe, “but whatever it was
big enough to kill a bobcat.”

The last known killing of a cougar
in Maine occurred in 1938 along the St.
John River. There are 20-30 sightings
every year, and some of them are very
convincing. In 1992 cougar hair was
collected in New Brunswick.

Following this sighting, Fuscaldo
received several phone calls from other
people who thought they had seen this
big cat, including one man who said he
made an imprint of its track after it
attacked a moose.

Although the Eastern Cougar is
considered extinct, it is listed as an
endangered species. Currently, the bur-
den of proof is on the beast to demon-
strate that it is back. The time has come
for us to commit to protecting adequate
cougar habitat—as the spirit, if not the
letter of the Endangered Species Act
requires—even if we still don’t have
irrefutable proof of viable populations
of cougars returning to this region.

Current policies permit continued
habitat degradation which works to
retard the return of viable populations.
Ethics and ecology dictate that we com-
mit to habitat protection regardless of
the current population levels of this

Dear Forum:

(near Amherst) was hung.

Jim Romer
Unity, NH

tion dynamics.
Jay W. Tischendorf
PO BX 380

Fort Collins, Colorado 80522
(303) 224-5307
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Cougar Reintroduction & Eastern Cougar Conference

Has anybody given any thought to the reintroduction of the panther/cata-
mount/mountain lion/cougar? I don’t know how widely it was distributed, but
I’ve seen the hooks on which “the last panther shot in Pelham, Massachusetts”

The possibility of reintroducing such large predators and the consideration
of why and how they were exterminated raises the qusetion of the indirect effect
that animal husbandry has on the environment.

Forum Responds: On June 3, 4, and 5,1994,
Pennsylvania will host an Eastern Cougar Conference. The purpose of the con-
Jference is to convene experts and private citizens with an interest in the eastern
cougar; the third day of the proceedings will .be devoted to discussion of restora-

" Registration is limited to 300. For more information, please contact:

American Ecological Research Instztute——AERIE

endangered species. This will accelerate
the re-establishment of viable cougar
populations. It will provide immeasur- -
able benefits to a wide variety of other
species and communities throughout the
region.

Cannon University in Erie,
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Wolf-Like Creature Shot in Wéstern Maine in Late August

by Stephen Gorman

A “wolf-like” animal was shot by a
bear hunter in the Maine woods west of
Baxter State Park on August 31. The
animal had been seen by campers and
state wildlife officials on August 26 and
again on August 28. The shooting
comes as a surprise to wildlife man-
agers and conservationists as the wolf
has been officially extinct in Maine for
over a century.

“All outward appearances say it is a
wolf” said George Matula, Head of
Research for the Maine Department of
Inland Fisheries and Wildlife (IFW).
“All of its measurements are very wolf-
like. The animal is definitely not a coy-
ote. It is a black female weighing 67
pounds—much heavier than any female
coyote on record, at least here in
Maine.”

The animal’s head has been sent to
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) forensics laboratory in

watershed of northern New Hampshire,
where Maine, New Hampshire and
Quebec meet, Two winters ago, in a
remote area of the Maine woods far
from human habitation, Maine wildlife
researchers studying pine marten
repeatedly came upon canid tracks large
enough to be those of a wolf. They say
there is little likelihood the tracks were
made by a domestic dog.

Matula speculates that the animal
killed recently is a wolf that migrated to
Maine from Quebec. “We are within
100 miles of wolf territory in the
Quebec Laurentians” he said. “That’s
not very far for a young wolf to travel
while exploring new territory.” Wolves
have been known to use huge areas—
1,000 square miles and more. The ani-
mals may travel up to 500 miles in
search of new range.

Matula mentioned that the animal
may have crossed the frozen Saint
Lawrence River during the winter. The
animal might then have traveled

along the river’s south shore to the
Maine woods.

“If the Canadian wolves knew how
much food was available down here,
more of them might make the trip” said
Matula, citing Maine’s abundant deer,
moose, and beaver populations. that
would provide the animals with a
healthy food base.

When asked if Maine had a posi-
tion on the reintroduction of the wolf, a
move that is supported by some conser-
vationists, Matula said that-any attempts
to reestablish the wolf must proceed
cautiously. He said his department
would prefer to see the animal return on
its own, as it may be doing. “All of us
would be overjoyed to see it back,” he
said, “but how much of an effort can we
afford to devote to it?” Citing his
slashed budget, Matula said that reintro-
duction raises questions about cost. He
also said that private property issues
complicate the situation. “There is not
much state or federal land in this
region” he said.

Ashland, Oregon. According to Matula,
scientists there will examine the animal
to make a positive identification and
determine whether it is a pure wolf or a
wolf-coyote hybrid. A report is due i
about a month, he said. !
Wolf sightings are on the increase
in northern New England. For six
months in 1991 a large wolf-like animal
was seen repeatedly in the Perry Stream

Wolf Hollow

Wolf Hollow is a non-profit
educational facility that is commit-
ted to the preservation of the gray
wolf. Visitors are provided with
the opportunity to see and hear a
live family of wolves in as natural
a setting as possible through regu-
lar public programs each weekend,
with special programs for school
and other groups during the week.

Contact: Paul & Joni Soffron,
Wolf Hollow, Route 133, Ipswich,
MA 01938. (508) 356-0126.

through the settled agricultural region

yco—a beta male. Photo by Joni Soffron/Wolf . Hollow

The Endangered Species Act, ‘Takings’ and Public Property Rights

As the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) comes up
for reauthorization in the next year, we can expect a variety of
assaults on it from ecological ignoramuses whose ethical con-
cerns don’t reach much beyond their own wallets. Many pri-
vate landowners, for instance, view the ESA as a “taking” of
private property. These “property rights” zealots have effec-
tively poisoned the public discussion over our moral and eco-
logical obligations to species that have been driven to the
brink of extinction by ecologically unsustainable practices.
The selfish values that have caused the unraveling of entire
ecosystems now threaten to undermine the scant legal protec-
tions we offer these victims.-

The argument of the “property rights” zealots runs like
this: “If an endangered species is found on my land, then I
can’t cut trees, build dams, drain wetlands, build condos,
etc...” They call this a “taking” and are pushing legislationto
“compensate” such landowners. This argument sounds rea-
sonable, but is it?

Certainly it appeals to anti-environmental “property
rights” zealots whose not-so-hidden-agenda includes the dis-
memberment of all environmental protection statutes. But it
also appeals to thoughtful, caring landowners who feel
trapped by taxes, unfairly low stumpage prices, landowner
liability, and a host of other issues.

What is overlooked is that wildlife belongs to the public,
not the private landowner of the habitat it is utilizing.
Endangered wildlife belongs to all of us, regardless of whose
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land it is found upon. Viable wildlife populations require
healthy habitat. Seen in this light, perhaps the “property
rights” zealots are onto something. Perhaps there is a “taking”
concept implicit in the ESA. Its just not quite the taking the
demagogues of selfishness are clamoring about.

Every time a private land owner engages in activities that
compromise habitat of any species of publicly-owned
wildlife—whether common or endangered—it should be rec-
ognized as a private “taking” of public property, and the
offending landowner should be required to compensate the
public for all damage, restoration and clean-up, as well as
paying a hefty fine.

Clearcuts harm habitat for nesting birds, salamanders,
squirrels, wolves and soil microbes. Wetlands destruction,
river impoundments, and pollution are all takings, and the
time has come for the public to exact severe penalties from
selfish, short-sighted individuals and corporations that place
profits ahead of the welfare of natural and human communi-
ties.

Responsible landowners recognize that owning land
entails the obligation to protect public values and rights and
to manage their land in a manner that promotes the ecological
integrity of their land and the surrounding land community.
Caring stewards have nothing to fear from the ESA.
Irresponsible landowners have been getting away with mur-
der for too long.

—Jamie Sayen
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The Maine woods is part of the 26
million acre Northern Forest Lands that
stretches across the northern tier of New
York, Vermont, New I-!ampshire, and
Maine. The future of the vast region, the
largest unbroken stretch of forest land
east of the Mississippi River, has
attracted the attention of lawmakers and
conservationists. Most of the land is
currently owned by several large private
timber corporations. Portions of these
lands in Maine and New Hampshire
have already been identified by the
USFWS as suitable for the re-establish-
ment and maintenance of viable popula-
tions of the eastern timber wolf.

Matula said he does not see any
insurmountable problems to reintroduc-
tion of the wolf, should the agencies
involved decide to make the attempt.
“Lessons were learned during the failed
Maine caribou reintroduction” he said.
“These things can’t be rushed. There
would be a lot of preliminary work to
be done. For one thing, although we
assume most people would be against
the idea of reintroducing the wolf, we
would have to do a thorough job of
finding out what the public attitude real-
ly is.”

Meanwhile, the head of a black, 67
pound wolf-like animal shot in the
Maine woods two weeks ago is on its
way to the USFWS lab in Oregon. And,
according to Maine IFW spokesman
Paul Fournier, if the animal proves to be
a wolf, “then we will start managing for
wolves. We will see if there are any oth-
ers out there, and start letting people
know that the wolves are a protected
species.”

When asked whether the provisions
of the Endangered Species Act protect*
ed the wolf on the private property that

‘comprises most of the suitable range in

the area, Fournier answered “Yes.”

Stephen Gorman is a freelance
writer and photographer from Exeter,
NH. He is author of AMC Guide to
Winter Camping. This article first
appeared in the NH Sunday News on
September 14, 1993.

Wolf Restoration
Tabloid Available

A highly informative:
16-page Wolf Restoration
tabloid was produced by The
Northern Forest Forum and
RESTORE: The North
Woods in June 1993. It con-
tains articles on wolf ecolo-
gy, the current status of
recovery efforts, and an
important guide for activists
detailing what you can do to
help hasten the return of
Canis lupis to the Northern
Forest region. It is beauti-
fully illustrated with photos
and drawings.

Copies are available for
$3 from RESTORE: The
North Woods, POB 440,
Concord, MA 01742.

Page 9



1990 Interim Forest Survey of Maine: Bad News for the 1. ndustrial Forest

by Mitch Lansky

Introduction

Need for Survey: Representatives
from the forest industry and environ-
mental groups have been frustrated by
the lack of adequate data about changes
in the Maine Woods. It is hard to have a
debate on forest policy if you do not
know the status of the forest and the
direction in which it is changing. Over
the last 15 years, the forest has been
subjected to such impacts as a major
spruce budworm outbreak, massive
mechanized clearcuts, herbicide spray-
ing, and residential development. What
effect did these impacts have on the vol-
ume, species ratio, quality, stocking, age
structure, and health and vigor of the
forest?

The last complete forest survey by
the U.S. Forest Service was in 1980
(published in 1982). The Maine Forest
Service did its own Midcycle Resuryey
in 1986, but this report focused primari-
ly on the spruce-fir resource. In 1990,
the MFS initiated another resurvey,
which was finally published in late
November of 1993.

Gaps: This latest survey did not
attempt to answer all questions. It did
not give any estimates of the stocking
(degree of occupancy of the land by
trees or seedlings) of the current forest.
It did not give figures on the percentage
of rough, rotten, or dead trees, nor did it
attempt to determine the degree of frag-
mentation of the forest. It did not esti-
mate the rate of growth of different for-
est types. Indeed, it did not even esti-
mate changes in forest types (past sur-
veys, for example, have shown a
" decline in the spruce-fir type), though it
gave a rough estimate of the percentage
of forest in softwood, mixedwood, hard-
wood, or “regenerating.”

Highlights

Landscape: The survey team used

satellite photos and computers to esti-
mate total forest acreage. Despite a
boom decade of residential develop-
ment in the north woods, total forest
acreage appears to have increased due
to natural reforestation of abandoned
farmland. The MFS, however does not
fully trust its methodology yet, so it
assumed that forest acreage has
remained stable over the last ten years.

MFS contractors, using satellite
photos, classified 2.4 million acres as
“regenerating,” but suggested that some
of this category actually had consider-
able wood on it. Indeed, the average
acre classified as “regenerating” had 11
cords, whereas the average acre for all
forest types had 14.6 cords (down from
17 cords per acre in 1980). Since
landowners admitted clearcutting about
1.2 million acres during the ten year
period between surveys, this implies
that the remaining 1.2 million of the 2.4
million acres “regenerating” averaged
22 cords. That researchers would classi-
fy stands with so much wood as “regen-
erating” seems highly unlikely.

Rotations: The MFS contractors
estimated that the rotation for softwoods
in Aroostook and Washington Counties
was around 40 years. Such a short rota-
tion could have drastic consequences
for wildlife dependent on older forest
types. This system of estimating, how-
ever, is currently very unreliable.
Indeed, all of the following statistics are
subject to large error factors (some over
30%) and should not be fully trusted as
“fact.”

Timber Volumes: The MFS esti-
mates that total volume of trees over 5
inches has declined by 15% over the
last decade. Most of this decline was
with softwoods which were reduced by
22% in just 10 years. Most of the
decline in softwoods was due to a drop
in spruce-fir, which went down 31% (a
drop of 40% for fir and a 24.5% for
spruce). :

The decline in timber volume is not
totally due to the spruce budworm.
Indeed, cedar and hemlock declined.
The total volume of hardwoods declined
by 5%. Tolerant hardwoods (sugar
maple, yellow birch, and beech),
declined by 15%. White birch volume
declined by 16%.

By volume, the most abundant
hardwood species is red maple, which is
less valuable than the previously men-
tioned hardwoods. Red maple volume
increased by 12%. Aspen, due more to a
decline in other species rather than an
increase in its own volume, moved up
from third place in 1980 to have the
second most volume of all hardwoods.
In 1959, aspen volume rated sixth
amongst the hardwoods. Aspen, like red
maple, is one of the least valuable
species.

Good News, Bad News

Not as Bad as Expected: Despite
this apparent bad news (a decline in the
more desirable species, an increase in
percentage of less desirable species, and
several million acres either bare or too
sparse to classify), the Maine Forest
Service at its press conference to release
the document (see side bar) suggested
that the survey contained some good
news. “The inventory of fir and spruce,”
said Tom Doak, director of planning,
“appears to have bottomed out sooner
and at higher levels than folks originally
thought.” Doak should have just said fir,
(which, apparently, stopped its decline
in 1986) because spruce continued to
decline. ,

Lots of Seedlings and Saplings:
MFS officials also pointed to the sur-
prising increase in fir and spruce
seedlings. Spruce seedlings in 1990,
remarkably increased 365% over spruce
seedlings in 1980. The rapid increase in
spruce seedlings, according to-Doak,
should allay fears that modern harvest-
ing methods make spruce less able to
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compete. Red spruce is more valuable

. than balsam fir and is also less vulnera-
ble to mortality from spruce budworms.

The regeneration figures, however,
are suspect because there was an inade-
quate sampling of sites due to early
snows. In 1980, fir seedlings outnum-
bered spruce by 4 to 1. Figures from the
1986 Resurvey also showed that fir
seedlings vastly outnumbered spruce.
Yet for 1991, spruce seedling numbers
were 70% of that for fir. Such a drastic
change in such a short time period
shows the dubious nature of the figures.

The figures for saplings (trees 1 to
4.9 inches in diameter) are consistent
with domination of softwoods by bal-
sam fir. Of all softwood saplings,
around 60% consists of fir and only
around 10% consists of red spruce.

While it is not an impressive
accomplishment to have former
clearcuts jammed with seedlings and
saplings, these younger classes of trees
will not have an effect on the timber
supply for many decades to come. What
is most important is what is available
now, and in the next few decades (i.e.,

our lifetimes). On this level, the survey :

figures are cause for concern. 3

Improved Quality?: The MFS also
had “good news” about the size of for-
est trees. Contrary to the belief of many,
the survey shows that the average diam-
eter of trees in Maine’s forest has been
increasing, not decreasing. If this is
true, however, the increase in average
diameter is not due to better silviculture.
It is due primarily to the spruce bud-
worm, which tended to kill slower-
growing suppressed trees (which have
smaller diameters). The remaining trees
thus had a larger average diameter. This
led to a greater average diameter for
spruce and fir. The average diameter of
hardwoods was nearly the same in 1990
as in 1980.

The survey also suggested that the
percentage of sawlog-sized timber suit-
able for lumber has increased for
spruce, white pine, hemlock, aspen, and
white birch. For all of these species,
except white pine, however, the total
volume has decreased. There is there-
fore less volume of quality timber avail-
able even though the percentage may
have gone up.

The MFS cautions that these esti-
mates of sawlog quality in 1990 may be
based on different criteria than in previ-
ous years, so the figures may not be
truly comparable. Even with these
broader standards, the percentage of
lumber-quality trees declined for cedar,

" the tolerant hardwoods, red maple and

ash. Since veneer-quality hardwoods are
among the most commercially valuable
trees, this news is not so good.

Implications to Timber Supply
Sawlogs: Until the last few years,
the spruce-fir sawlog harvest increased.
The bad news for this industry is that
cut started going down in the late
1980s, and the MFS expects it to con-
tinue to decline for decades. Prices for
purchased wood should go up (which is
good news for landowners).
Pulpwood: There is currently more
hardwood than softwood cut for pulp-
wood—a major shift from decades ago.
Indeed, the spruce-fir pulpwood cut has

Continued on Page 12
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Maine’s Forest Practices Act: Is it Working?

by Mitch Lansky

One reason the Northern Forest
Lands Council did not directly address
forest practices through a separate sub-
committee, is, supposedly, because the
individual states are already dealing
with this issue. Those who support this
line of reasoning can point to Maine’s
1989 Forest Practices Act (FPA) and
1990 Forest Clearcutting and
Regeneration Standards. The Standards,
they claim, are working.

Since 1989, when reported
clearcuts peaked at 145,357 acres,
clearcut acreage has steadily fallen. In
1992, “only” 59,602 acres were report-
ed clearcut—a drop of 59%. More dra-
matically, clearcuts as a percentage of
all cuts went from 44.6% in 1989 to
12.8% in 1992.

How much of this drop, however, is
due to the Forest Practices Act? Is
management improving? Has the FPA
succeeded in fuifilling its mandate?

The Mandate
The FPA mandated that the
clearcutting standards among other
‘things “provide a healthy and" sustain-
able forest,” and “address adverse
impacts on wildlife habitat.” The stan-
dards, however, theoretically allow
landowners to remove most of the vol-
ume of timber in a township in a matter
of decades. The FPA does not mandate
a reduction in clearcut acreage. It only
limits the size and distribution of
clearcuts. Theoretically, landowners, if
they wish, can clearcut as many or even
more acres than they did before the
rules were passed. 7

For those who wish to cut as abu-
sively as the law allows, the alternative
to clearcutting in cookie-cutter patterns
(clearcuts surrounded by buffers) can be
heavy partial cuts that degrade the for-
est. The result in either case woulG be a
forest that is neither healthy or sustain-
able.

The clearcutting standards provide
wildlife with temporary corridors that
are only 250 feet wide—all edge, no
interior. habitat. In ten years, ten-year-
old clearcuts can serve as corridors.
The regulations may “address” wildlife

(by mentioning the issue), but it is hard-

ly ensuring that wildlife or their habitats
will be protected.

Post Hoc Ergo Propter Hoc

Just because the FPA was passed in
1989 does not mean it caused the subse-
quent reduction in clearcutting. Indeed,
the rules were not actually put in place
until 1991, yet clearcutting in 1990 was
down 36% from 1989. There are other
factors at work.

Irritation

The rules, however, may have led
to some reduction in clearcutting due to
the irritation factor. If, according to
state definitions, landowners clearcut,
they have to deal with bureaucratic has-
sles. Indeed, for clearcuts over 50
acres, landowners need management
plans—not ones that demonstrate best
silvicultural practices, but ones that
demonstrate how the landowners will
conduct the clearcut according to the
mandates of the law (i.e, how the
clearcuts. and separation zones will be
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Harvesting Trends
1992 Silvicultural Report

1988 N 1989 1990 [ 11991
acres of forestland
350,000
300,000
250,000
200,000 1
150,000 4
100,000
50,000 | &%
0 |
Shelterwood cut Selection cut All other Clearcut
1988 43,650 11,472 3,276 102,932
1989 47,781 127,120 5,799 145,357
1990 78,658 207,706 29,127 93,259
1991 56,5630 278,141 25,949 76,672
1992 78,888 328,488 [« P 59,602

August 1803

source: Forest Information Center, MFS

*
This option not reportable in 1962 onward.

T.Driscoll

distributed on the landscape).

To avoid such hassles, many
landowners are doing what used to be
called “commercial clearcuts” (i.e., cut-
ting most of the merchantable wood)
but, according to the rules, are now not
legally clearcuts. Many heavily-stocked
softwood stands, for example, have 150
or more square feet of basal area of
trees per acre. The rules state that a cut
is not a clearcut if the logger leaves
more than 30 square feet basal area per
acre. Thus a logger can remove nearly
80% of a stand without technically
clearcutting it.

In 1989, when landowners reported
that nearly 45% of their cuts were
clearcuts, the average removal was 17
cords per acre. After the Forest
Practices Act went into effect in 1991,
when landowners reported that 17% of
their cuts were clearcuts, the average
removal was nearly 15 cords per acre.
This means the average partial cut was
still fairly intense. Critics of the defini-
tion of a clearcut (leaving trees that total

_less than 30 square feet basal area per

acre) predicted that if landowners left
behind 31 square feet basal area, the cut
would not be classified as a clearcut.

Increased Reporting

The only reportable Maine Forest
Service categories for cuts that are not
clearcuts are “shelterwood” and “selec-
tion.” While the acreage of clearcuts
declined 59% from 1989 to 1992, the
acreage of shelterwood cuts increased
65% and selection 158% over the same

- time period. One reason for such a

rapid increase in “selection” is that the
FPA did influence many smaller
landowners to start reporting their cut-
ting activities, and smaller landowners
are not-as prone to clearcutting.
Landowners submitted 2,913
reports in 1990, 3,980 reports in 1991,
and 4,314 reports in 1992.. The increase

in reporting made it appear that the per-
centage of selection was increasing and
clearcuts decreasing much faster than
may have been the actual case.

The term “selection,” however, is
unfortunate. Technically, very few of
such cuts are actually selection cuts as
defined by foresters, i.e., cuts that delib-

. erately try to create stands that are high

quality, well spaced, and have a desired
distribution of many age classes. Most
cuts reported as “selection” are what
had previously been reported as either
diameter-limit, or single-species cuts.
These are more rules for removing trees
than silvicultural methods for tending
forests.

The Spruce Budworm

One factor that led to reductions in
clearcuts in the 1990s was the collapse
of the spruce budworm outbreak in the
mid 1980s. Much, but by no means all,
of the clearcutting of spruce-fir stands
was to salvage trees that were dead and
dying. By 1990, the forest was starting
to recover, and the excuse of “salvage”
no longer made much sense.

Economics

Clearcutting for “economics” start-
ed making less sense as well. While
clearcutting gives good payoffs in the
short-term, managing what comes up
after the clearcuts does not. Planting,
thinning, and insecticide and herbicide
spraying are expensive. Managers who
require their companies to pay such
expenses will not live long enough to
see the returns.

On Crown Lands in New
Brunswick, where such practices are
standard, the province is losing millions
of dollars a year because the annual
expenses are greater than the annual
stumpage revenues. Such practices are
only viable on a large scale with subsi-
dies.

The Northern Forest Forum

Mechanization

One of the reasons landowners
shifted to clearcutting (besides the bud-
worm and short-term economics to pay
off the costs of road building) was
because of mechanization. Partly to
avoid the growing costs of workers’
compensation, companies started
switching to mechanical harvesters
which are both safer and employ fewer
workers. Owners of these half-million
dollar machines must cut enormous vol-
umes of wood to pay back costs of pur-
chase and repair. The easiest way to cut
such huge volumes quickly is to
clearcut.

In the 1990s, some landowners dis-
covered that it is possible to do partial
cuts with feller forwarders and single-
grip harvesters. Indeed, mechanized
partial cuts that consist in alternating
cleared swaths for the machines to drive
on with wider swaths where a certain
percentage of the trees are plucked out,
has become the standard cutting method
in some parts of the state.

Leveraged Buy Out

In 1989, Great Northern Paper
Company was the biggest clearcutter in
the state. Some of their rolling
clearcuts covered more than a township
(36 square miles). The high level of
clearcutting by Great Northern (and
other companies as well) in the late
1980s may have been partly due to fears
of corporate takeovers similar to the one
that dismantled Diamond International.
Sir James Goldsmith had determined
that Diamond International was under-
valued—the parts were worth more than
the whole. Clearcutting was one way to
make the land part of Great Northern
worth less.

In 1990, Georgia-Pacific succeeded
in buying out Great Northern anyway.
Continued on Page 12
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Survey

Continued from Page 10
dropped by 750,000 cords (a 35%
reduction) since 1980.

Despite the crash of the spruce-fir
wood supply, the MFS offered some
hope for the state’s paper industry. The
mills’ wood supply problems can be
mitigated through increased use of
recycling, substitution of other species
(such as hemlock and hardwoods), bet-
ter utilization (use of smaller diameter
wood, plus edgings, sawdust, and
shavings from the sawmill industry),
and increases in intensive manage-
ment.

There are problems with this strat-
egy, however. Hardwoods and hem-
lock are already in decline. Because
the spruce-fir sawmill industry is in
decline, slabs, edgings, and sawdust
will go into decline. Intensive manage-

standard cords

ment now, even if it works as predicted
(which is doubtful), will not produce
marketable wood for decades.
Communities and Jobs: The
paper industry is in a global recession.
The industry in Maine built an overca-
pacity during the 1980s, and, as sup-
plies start to shrink, it is starting to
shut down the less efficient, less cost-
effective machines (recent examples
are Bowater and S.D. Warren,.a divi-
sion of Scott). These shut downs are a
severe blow to timber dependent
regions, even though they may make
economic sense to the companies.
Each inventory, since 1959, has
shown an increase in total wood cut.
The increase in volume cut and manu-
factured has helped to offset job losses
due to mechanization. This increase in
cut can no longer be sustained. Now
the impact of mechanization will be
felt full force. Indeed, from 1984 to
1992, full-time woods jobs declined

é"

Pulpwood Harvest Levels by Species r

in Maine 1960 - 1991

in standard cords

40%. The impact of such job losses
can be severe in remote rural towns
with little economic diversity.
Technological Fixes: The timber
industry has used its technologies to
cut and use lower-diameter, poorer-
quality wood rather than to improve
the quality and health of residual
stands. As spruce-fir declines, mills
have used more hardwood and hem-
lock. As red maple and aspen
increased, they have chipped more
“junk” for biomass. The timber indus-

; try has thus used technology somewhat

like the oil industry—to stretch out
supplies and reach deeper deposits.

Market Fixes: What is cut in
Maine depends on international market
forces. We currently have no policy to
prevent increased market demand from
resulting in a further decline in our for-
est. The level of cut is based on what
the market, not the forest, will bear.

Spruce/Fir
Pine
Hemlock
Hardwood

2 K o

1965

Maine Forest Service, November, 1993 - Page 28

1970

Note: These values include exports, but do not include imports.

1975

Source: Woodprocessor Reports, Maine Forest Service, 1960 - 1991.

Conclusion
Market forces and technologies '
are directed more towards the benefit
of the corporations that control the
resource than towards the forest or the

" communities that depend on the forest.

Mechanization, liquidation of stands,
export of raw logs, import of Canadian
workers, all may benefit absentee
landowners in the short run, but they
do not benefit local ecosystems or
communities. Markets and technolo-
gies alone are a poor substitute for
socially- and ecologically-based forest
policy.

We can passively watch the future
unfold, or we can take action to ensure
that other forest values besides mar-
ketable fiber are considered. If the
Northern Forest Lands Council refuses
to directly confront forestry policy in
the region, we will have to set up an
organization that will. :

B R S T S

Maine’s Media TI
Ignores Fate of
Industrial Forest

The release of the new forest
survey was a major story in itself.
It was more than a year overdue.
The Maine Forest Service held a
press conference to release this
statistical snapshot of Maine’s
most important resource. Only
two reporters, one from the
Bangor Daily News and one from
the AP, showed up. The press
was given ample warning previ-
ous to the press conference.

This lack of interest on the
part of the Maine media speaks
volumes about why the degrada-
tion of the woods can continue. If
the inventory of the forest falls
and nobody hears about it, does it
make a sound?

The Maine Forest Service
will be holding hearings on the
inventory around the state in
early 1994.

—ML
i S e |

Maine Forest Practices Act

Continued from Page 11

In 1991, the Great Northern Lands were
sold to Bowater. Neither G-P nor
Bowater clearcut (or sprayed herbi-
cides) to the degree that Great Northern
had. This led to reductions in clearcuts
for the state.

Timber Supply and the
Economy

At the same time that the FPA went
into effect, the economy went into
recession with severe impacts on the
paper industry. During the 1980s, the
paper industry had built a global over-
capacity. The combination of this over-
capacity with an economic slump was
especially hard on Maine’s paper indus-
try. Many of Maine’s paper machines
are less efficient than ones recently built
in the Southeast, and are thus less com-
petitive. To some extent, demand for
wood dropped, and so did clearcutting
on company lands. The value of prod-
uct of the paper industry in Maine has
dropped half-a-billion dollars since
1989.

During the 1990s, timberland man-
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agers for the paper industry realized that
they had overcut in the 1980s. The
inventory of spruce-fir fell by around
one third in just ten years. Many of the
biggest industrial landowners have dras-
tically reduced their level of cut and are
purchasing more wood from other
landowners. Since industrial landown-
ers were the biggest clearcutters, this
reduction of their cut has meant a reduc-
tion in clearcutting.

To compensate for the decline in
spruce-fir as a source of pulpwood,
paper mills have converted to use more
hardwoods and hemlock in the pulp-
wood mix. From 1985 to 1991 (and
most of this change was within the last
few years), the level of cut for spruce-fir
pulp and logs declined by more than
700,000 cords. Paper mills are now
using more hardwoods than softwoods.
Since most clearcutting was focused on
spruce-fir (hardwoods are usually cut by
diameter-limit), this led to a major
reduction in clearcutting.

Changing Consciousness

The public does not like clearcuts.
This is no longer a local issue, it is an
international issue, and landowners
know it. The struggles over the

clearcutting of old growth in the Pacific
Northwest have had an impact on the
cutting of second growth here. Satellite
and aerial photos have exposed the
scale of clearcutting that went on across
this continent over the last decade. In
just the last few years, the U.S. Forest
Service has reduced clearcutting on
national forests across the country.

Companies are trying to improve
their images. They do not want an
enraged public shutting down their
operations. Although Maine’s Forest
Practices Act did not legislate a reduc-
tion in clearcutting, it sent a message to
landowners that is what the public real-
ly wants.

Conclusion

The level of cut is determined by
the market, not by the FPA. Maine’s
forest has been saved in the past by
recessions and depressions, rather than
regulations. As export markets
increase, even local mill capacity is
insufficient to prevent decline of the
inventory. The limit then comes from
increasing prices for scarcer resources.
As prices increase, marginal mills shut
down. Demand goes to other regions
with cheaper trees.

The Northern Forest Forum

The problem with relying on the
“free market” to determine the level of
cut is that the market is not completely
free. Some large companies have an
undue influence over it. It is also so big
that local areas, or even whole regions,
can become sacrifice zones. Prices can
be kept artificially low for years, despite
a declining inventory. By the time a
shortfall develops, it is too late. Trees
do not immediately grow to maturity to
meet increased demand. It takes
decades for a forest to recover. In the
meantime, local mills, as in Montana,
where Champion and Plum Creek liqui-
dated much of their old-growth hold-
ings, shut down.

The Forest Practices Act is no sub-
stitute for real forest policy. It has not
solved Maine’s forestry problems.
Much of the reduction in clearcutting
was coincidental to, rather than caused
by, the new standards. The states are
not adequately addressing their own
forestry problems because forestry is no
longer a state issue. It is an internation-
al issue. We need a broader perspec-
tive, but it has to be one that ensures
protection of local forests and local
communities. :
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by George Wuerthner

New England’s rivers are the heart
and arteries that thread the forested
body of the land. The flash of a large
fish in the depths of a pool quickens the
pulse, whether one is a fisher or not.
The loss of salmon in our rivers can be
likened to the loss we might feel if we
no longer heard the song of warblers in
our forests. A deadly silence descends
upon the land, and we are poorer for
this loss.

On September 30, 1993,
RESTORE: The North Woods,
Biodiversity Legal Foundation, and Jeff
Elliott filed a petition with the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service to list the wild
Atlantic Salmon as an Endangered
Species throughout its historic range in
the United States. This petition repre-
sents several real biological, as well as
philosophical, concerns.

The biological reality is that the
salmon is truly endangered. Once hun-
dreds of thousands of these fish jarhmed
New England’s major rivers during
spawning runs; today this silver horde
has dropped to an average of 4,000-
7,000 fish across the entire region.
Where once 134 Maine rivers supported
salmon runs, only 13 do today.

In the few remaining runs, remnant
fish populations are perilously close to
extinction. Nearly all of the salmon
returning to New England rivers today
have been released from hatcheries.
Recent genetic research on Pacific
salmon has shown that individual
drainages often have wild fish that are
genetically adapted to that particular
waterway; some water bodies host sev=
eral genetic strains. Presumably Atlantic
salmon once possessed similar diversity
and adaptations to specific rivers. The
tremendous biological loss caused by
the extinction of many salmon runs can-
not be mitigated by hatchery fish.

If the decline in fish stocks is
unchecked, a threshold is reached where
the likelihood of extinction caused by
random events such as drought, a major
spill of toxic material, disease or other
occurrences exponentially increases.
Although the exact minimum number of

fish required to maintain genetic vigor

is unknown, the most recent estimates
from biologists suggest that a minimum
of 200 adult salmon is necessary to
avoid inbreeding and the deleterious
effects of genetic stochasticity.

Nearly all of New England’s exist-
ing salmon runs are at or below the crit-
ical 200 fish level necessary to avoid
extinctions and inbreeding regression.
The only exception may be runs in
Maine’s Penobscot River. Other runs,
including those of the St. Croix,
Kennebec, Androscoggin, Sheepscot,
Saco, Merrimack, Connecticut, Denys,
and Machias are at or below this critical
level. This trend must be reversed. The
loss of this genetic diversity represents
the greatest tragedy associated with the
decline and/or extinction of wild fish
stocks everywhere.

There are, however, a number of
benefits to restoration of salmon runs
beyond preservation of genetic diversi-
ty. Re-establishment of abundant fish
runs would provide additional food up
and down the food web. Young salmon
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hatcheries. Photo by David Carle

would feed river otter, bald eagle, and
other larger fish. Furthermore, the death
of some fish after spawning would add
to the enrichment of typically nutrient-
poor headwater streams. (Unlike Pacific
salmon, not all Atlantic salmon die after
spawning.)

A viable wild Atlantic salmon
recovery would also permit greater
sport fishing, and perhaps even greater
commercial fishing opportunities.
Studies have demonstrated that sport
fishing can generate significant dollars
for local communities. For example,
recent research by the University of
Montana Economics Department has
shown that sport fishing in Montana is
worth more.than $450 million to the
state’s economy. Another study by the
Fish and Wildlife Service in
Yellowstone National Park has shown
that for every mature wild fish produced
is worth more than $50 in avoided
costs—if one presumes you had to pro-
duce a fish of similar size in a hatchery
in order to maintain fishing opportuni-
ties. Whether or not these figures are
directly transferable to New England, it
is clear that restoration of wild Atlantic
salmon offers economic opportunities
that are presently not available to the
region.

Even fish watching has economic
ramifications. More people watch fish in
Yellowstone today than come to capture
them on hook and line. In some parts of
Alaska, salmon viewing on small
streams is a major tourist attraction.

If wild Atlantic salmon runs were
reestablished in New England to some-
thing of their former glory, tourism
related to sport fishing and fish watch-
ing would become a significant eco-
nomic stimulus, particularly in the more
rural communities where employment
options are limited. Salmon restoration

could be a cornerstone to future sustain-
able human communities.

The concern for wild Atlantic
salmon goes beyond the fish and those
who pursue them. The salmon is a spec-
tacular barometer of aquatic ecosystem
health. Although overfishing in the

oceans contributes to the decline of
salmon stocks, the loss of river habitat

represents one of the greatest threats to
the fish’s continued existence.
According to some estimates, more than
50% of the river habitat is either
unavailable or too degraded for salmon.
Dams, for example, exact a major toll
on fish. Upstream migrations are
blocked or thwarted; the smolts migrat-
ing downstream must run the gauntlet
of turbines that literally chop the fish to
pieces. One study found that turbines on
just one dam along the Connecticut
River killed 27% of the downstream
migrating smolts.

Water quality is another problem.
New England is blessed with an abun-
dance of fresh water. Unfortunately,
perhaps as a result of this abundance,
we have squandered this valuable
resource, allowing our rivers to be
degraded by logging practices, develop-
ment and agricultural and industrial pol-
lution. Some recent studies suggest that
pure, clean, fresh water may become the
most valuable natural resource in the
world, exceeding the present value of
oil and other energy sources. Clean,
high quality water is also necessary for
salmon survival, hence restoration of
salmon requires restoration of water
quality.

Destroy the rivers, and you destroy
the lifeblood of the landscape. Listing
the Atlantic salmon demonstrates a con-
cern for the fish, but also focuses atten-
tion on the degraded condition of our

' rivers. Restoration of regional rivers is
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. The Veazie Dam on the Penobscot River, just south of Bangor. It is the first dam Atlantic Salmon encounter on the Penobscot.

In the middle of the V-shaped dam is a  fish ladder where bialogists capture many of the returning salmon and take them to

the most important step we can take to
improve wild Atlantic salmon stocks.
Restoration includes adoption of better
forestry and agricultural practices to
reduce water degradation, a further
reduction in water pollution, particular-

" ly from non-point sources, and removal

of upstream barriers.
The removal of dams is not infeasi-

ble. Although alternatives to hydropow-
er exist, conservation—switching to
more efficient lighting and appliances,
insulating homes—are often by far the
most economical means of obtaining
“more” power and reducing consumer
demand. If adopted widely, such conser-
vation measures may even permit the
removal of existing dams on some
rivers, and open-up miles of more habi-
tat to salmon.

Some argue that restoration of fish
runs is occurring without listing under

Continued on Page 30

Endangered Atlantic "

Salmon Tabloid Available

RESTORE: The North Woods
recently published an excellent eight
page tabloid on the plight of the
Endangered Atlantic Salmon. The
tabloid contains articles on the life
cycle of salmon, the impact of dams
on salmon, an assessment of current
(unsuccessful) efforts to restore
salmon without inconveniencing
dam operators, and a petition to US
Fish & Wildlife Service to list wild
Atlantic Salmon as endangered.
This educational tool also tells you
what you can do to help restore this
magnificant fish. Please send $2 to:
RESTORE The North Woods
POB 440

Concord, MA 01742
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Professors Seymour & Hunter Respond to Forum Critique of Triad

Ed. Note: In the Winter Solstice
1992 issue of the Forum (vol. 1 #2)
Mitch Lansky critiqued. “New Forestry
in Eastern Spruce-fir Forests:
Principles and Applications to Maine”
by Professors Robert Seymour and
Malcolm Hunter of the University of
Maine-Orono. In the Autumn Equinox
1993 issue of the Forum (vol. 2 #1) I
reiterated some of Mitch’s concerns in
“Council Promotes Wrong ‘Triad’
System.” Professors Seymour and
Hunter have responded to this latter cri-
tique. We print their letter and my
response to them.

Dear Jamie:

We were pleased to see in the
Autumn Equinox issue of the Forum
that the “triad” concept is serving its
major function: providing a framework
for discussion about how to allocate
land to our different uses. We are writ-
ing to correct some misconceptions that
appear in your critique of our model.

1. In our original paper we did not
suggest allocating 10% of the landscape
to reserves. In various discussions we
have mentioned the 10-15% estimate
suggested by the World Conservation
Union (the international consortium of
conservation groups formerly known as
the IUCN). We do not know how much
is enough; no one does; we’re not even
sure a “right” answer exists.

2. We do not know how you arrived
at the statement: “they would permit

‘intensive management’ on 30-40% of
the region.” We proposed that, because
intensive production can produce
roughly three times as much wood per
acre as extensive management in Maine
forests, for every acre we shift from
extensive management to intensive
management we could put three acres
into reserves with no net loss in total
wood production. So let’s assume that
10% is an appropriate target for reserves
and that currently about 2% of Maine’s
forests are in reserves and about 6% in
intensively managed plantations. The
three to one tradeoff means that to
increase the area of reserves from 2% to
10% we would need to increase inten-
sive management from 6% to 8.7%.
Obviously, these are rough estimates,
but 8.7% is not even close to 30-40%.
Incidentally, it would be fairly easy to
obtain that 2.7% from sites that were
previously used for agriculture.

3. We do not know for certain that
plantations are sustainable or that they
will produce larger yields than New
Forestry systems that mimic natural dis-
turbances over the long-term, but mod-
els of sustainable agriculture give us
some cause for optimism. There are
many places in Europe and Asia where
annual crops have been removed for
millennia; surely we should be intelli-
gent enough to sustain timber produc-
tion that removes a crop only once
every few decades. Incidentally, spruce
plantations in Germany in which yields

from second rotations were less than
from first rotations are a frequently
cited example of the phenomenon you
fear, but in practice they are outnum-
bered by plantations in which second
rotations outproduced first rotations,
primarily because of more refined silvi-
cultural practices.

4. We believe that the question of
mimicking natural disturbance is not
particularly relevant to plantations, any
more than it is to potato fields, but it is
fundamental to our vision of how most
of our forests should be managed—the
matrix in which reserves and plantations
would be imbedded. These lands are
critical to the goal of maintaining biodi-
versity as David Publicover emphasized
in his article [ “Unmanaged Land is
Necessary to Maintain Biodiversity”
Autumn Equinox 1993], especially if
they were to represent about 80% of our
land base per the estimates calculated
above. For some of these lands, those in
which windstorms and budworm were
major disturbance factors, irregular
shelterwood cutting with permanent

‘retention of some old trees offers a rea-

sonable method for imitating natural
disturbances.

5. You are right that it would not be
easy to make a transition from where
we are now to a future in which there
are many more reserves and a few more
plantations providing wood to compen-
sate for the production we forego in
reserves. However, the fact that there

are significant areas of forest which
have been identified as non-strategic by
their owners suggests there is some
flexibility. Unfortunately, most of these
non-strategic forests are on sites of mar-
ginal productivity (e.g. high altitudes,
swamps, etc.) and to be truly represen-
tative of the array of ecological condi-
tions some reserves on productive sites
will be needed. These will be hard to
obtain in the short-term except where
access is limited.

6. The idea of net wood production
remaining the same under a triad
model—the fatal flaw in our idea you
feel—is a simplifying assumption that
we have made, realizing that environ-
mentalists advocate reduction in
demand and industrialists advocate
increased production. It does not repie-
sent our personal preferences. We use it
to make the triad easier to understand
and to make it more likely that everyone
will use the triad model as a framework
for their discussion, rather than feeling
that the model is stacked against their
particular interests. '

Sincerely yours,

Malcolm L. Hunter, Jr.
Libra Professor of Conservation
Biology

Robert Seymour
Curtis Hutchins Professor of
Silviculture

Forum Editor Replies

Dear Mac & Bob,

Thanks for your response to the
latest Forum critique of the Triad. T'll
run your letter in the next issue along
with a challenge to you and other read-
ers to keep up the discussion on these
and other points. I doubt you’ll be sur-
prised to find that I remain unwilling to
accept Intensive Management (IM)—
period. However, the model you pro-
pose represents a helpful step in the
evolving discussion over forest policy.

Regarding your response to me:

#1. I especially appreciate your
explicit acknowledgment that no one
knows how much is enough. Our job
now is to make sure that “too little” is
not ridiculed as “too much.”

#2. 1 wish I’d checked with you
before writing the 30-40% figure. It
seems to me that in a conversation
with Mac in the past year and a half he
guessed at some rough percentages,
and the 30-40% figure is what I recall.
However, I apologize if my -memory
invented that conversation. And, I am
glad that at least I provoked you to
explain how you would figure out a
percentage for IM.

#3. What are the “more refined sil-
vicultural practices” you refer to in the
last sentence? Does this include herbi-
cides?

#4. I see your point about planta-
tions not mimicking natural distur-
bance regimes any more than potato
fields do. I don’t much like potato
fields that dump tons of pesticides into
soils and rivers. I think we have to
produce our wood fiber from forests
that are as natural as possible. This is
another reason I dislike IM.

#5. Excellent point. One of our
top priorities should be to begin identi-

Page 14

fying productive sites that can be
incorporated into reserves. Mitch
Lansky’s concerns that we will have to
wait 40 years (while the fruits of IM
mature) and then buy recently cut over
land for reserves remains unaddressed,
and is, I think, pertinent to this point.

#6. Thank you for explaining the
rationale behind your assumption. My
fear is that this explanation gets lost in
the shuffle, and the notion that industry
will continue to harvest at existing lev-
els gets the attention. It might be use-
ful to do a couple of additional tests,
perhaps involving an economist, in
which we: (1) uncritically accept
industry’s unchecked demand projec-
tions for the next 50-100 years, and (2)
we stringently reduce demand along
the lines I’ve outlined (using recycling,
elimination of wasteful end products,
ending raw log exports, and promotion
of much, much more value added pro-
cessing within the region). In the first
instance, there probably will be no
room for reserves and significantly
more than 8-10% of the forest will be
under IM. In the second instance, I
suspect that we could put 40-50% into
reserves, refrain from IM and still pro-
vide a decent economy that meets the
genuine needs of the local communi-
ties. I'm less worried about the needs
of the corporate bean counters, the
Wall Street gamblers, junk mail afi-
cionados, and Monsanto

In any case, I wish that you would
be a bit more explicit about the possi-
bility for different approaches, depend-
ing on whether or not we as a society
opt for genuine recycling and sec-
ondary and tertiary processing locally,
or if we instead choose by default to
continue with our slovenly ways.

Sincerely,

Jamie Sayen

Allagash Clearcuts. Large clearcuts are t))e first step of intensive management.
Plantations and herbicide spraying follow. Photo by Stephen Gorman
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Clinton Plan Sacrifices Pacific Northwest Ancient Forest Ecosystems

by Jim Britell & Tim Hermach

[Ed. Note: The following comments
on the Clinton Forest Plan—"Option
9”— were sent to Robert Jacobs,
Interagency SEIS Team Leader (the
“team” was composed of representa-
tives from the Forest Service, the
Bureau of Land Management, US Fish
& WiIldlife Service, and university sci-
entists), by Jim Britell, Conservation
Chair of the Kalmiopsis Audubon
Society, PO Box 1349, Port Orford, OR
97465, and Tim Hermach, Director,
Native Forest Council, PO Box 2171,
Eugene, OR 97402. The Clinton plan to
log extensive portions of the remaining
shreds of Ancient Forests on public
lands (while failing to provide perma-
nent protection for any of these lands)
has successfully divided the environ-
mental groups of the Pacific Northwest.
Britell and Hermach have led the resis-
tance to Option 9 and are currently
suing the Clinton Administration to
block its implementation. While these
comments may appear quite technical
because they refer to the “Report of the
Forest Ecosystem Management
Assessment Team” (FEMAT Report),
they shed valuable light on the plight of
the ancient forests of the Pacific

Northwest, and, are instructive for for-

est defenders throughout North
America.]

“Making plans is often the preoccupa-
tion of an opulent and boastful mind,
which thus obtains the reputation of a
creative genius by demanding what it
cannot itself supply, by censuring what
it cannot improve, and by proposing
what it knows not where to find.”
(Immanuel Kant)

General Observations on
the Plan

If one disregards Option 9, the
Report of the Forest Ecosystem
Management Assessment Team
(FEMAT Report) itself is an excellent
case for no more logging on federal
lands. For a number of years the Native
Forest Council has advocated the aboli-
tion of logging on public lands, a posi-
tion usually referred to as the “zero cut”
Option. While we have presented a
number of economic arguments to sup-
port our position, we have never fully
documented the ecological argument for
this position. The FEMAT Report, while
not disclosing the ecological effects on
all species of a “no cut” alternative,
does provide enough information to
strongly suggest that our alternative
may be the best approach to complying
with existing National Environmental
Protection Act (NEPA) and National
Forest Management Act (NFMA)
requirements regarding species protec-
tion on public lands. We surmise this is
true because, although the species via-
bility ratings were not disclosed for this
alternative, it is clear that the less log-
ging and the more reserve, the higher
the species viability ratings.

If one regresses the data in the
Draft Supplemental Impact Statement
(DSEIS), implied alternatives appear to
the left of Option 1, which we would
like developed. Reserve size increases

alternatives—and the species viability
increases. If one assumed that the
reserve could increase to greater than
the sum of federal lands by including
private lands and that the harvest could
become a minus number by buying

-back sales and restricting private land

logging, then at some reserve size and
harvest level we could, at least theoreti-
cally, provide for 95% species viability
of some greatly increased number of
species. We see no reason why these
potential alternatives could not be dis-
played. Moreover, we believe it is a
clear requirement of present law to truly
disclose a “no change” or “no action”
alternative, and that the DSEIS is
flawed by its absence.

The following chart shows .a
regression of the data to determine what
Late Successional reserve size might
insure a well distributed viability for all
the 1100+ species analyzed in the
FEMAT Report. A reserve of approxi-
mately 13 million acres might provide
well distributed populations for all
species. This would require all the
matrix land in Option 1 to be added to
the reserve in Option 1, and an addition-
al 1.5 million acres of other (State or
private) land to also be added.

Problems With The Plan

The Clinton Forest Plan is a
wickedly political “attractive nuisance”.
While ostensibly a pre-decisional docu-
ment in the form of a Draft
Supplemental Environmental Impact

Statement (DSEIS)I’ the document
actually presents as “science” a decision
made months ago that much of the
remaining Ancient Forest, roadless
areas, and species in the Pacific
Northwest must be sacrificed. To pack-
age this decision as sound ecological

science it presents data in a way that

underestimates the amount of Ancient
Forest that will be placed at risk and the
benefits of creating reserves, but overes-
timates the benefits of logging. It arrays
data so that it cannot be compared with
previous reports, and assumes the suc-
cess of major projects neither funded
nor designed. The process records and
meeting minutes are sealed or nonexis-
tent, and the methodology received
inadequate peer review. The Plan’s
technical and legal construction is so
weak and species protection so poor it
probably wouldn’t survive a legal chal-
lenge.

Option 9, the preferred Option,
trades protection of 60% of the remain-
ing multi-canopy Ancient Forest for

clear cutting the other 40%.2 If imple-
mented, it will rely on the logging of
Ancient Forests for over half the timber
volumes projected in the Plan into the
indefinite future. The Plan tries to pre-
sent the continued liquidation of the
forests in the Pacific Northwest in the
best possible light; nevertheless, the
impact of the Plan’s annual 1.2+ billion
board feet of logging is painfully obvi-
ous. Logging abuses on the Northwest’s
forests are of such magnitude that even
the Option 1, which according to the
document itself is most restrictive of
logging (scientists call this “the big
green alternative”), is inadequate to pre-
serve the viability of many species
within the forests.

The effects of the preferred alterna-
tive are not fully described because the
location and magnitude of logging
depends on future studies and processes
not yet designed. Specifically, the
amount and effects of thinning and sal-
vage, and of the roads that will be built
are not disclosed. Much of the logging
will be done after watershed analysis,

aggressive restoration program.
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but this is an untried process and the
methodology was not disclosed —the
chapter on this being merely an ency-
clopedia of practices, not required pro-
cedures.

The DSEIS? states that watersheds
will recover under Option 9. But some
scientists believe that most, if not all
watersheds, are on a downward path
and that when normal rainfall resumes,
roads and denuded slopes will fail. The
Elk River watershed analysis, claimed
as a model for watershed restoration, is
in fact a highly controversial failure,
which many believe was merely justifi-
cation for logging a fairly intact water-
shed. A draft watershed restoration
guidance document (a companion to the
FEMAT Report) is now out for com-
ment and will be published by 11/15/93.
It should be obtained by anyone with an
interest in watersheds.

The historical pattern of forest
planning clearly shows that successive
administrations attempt to establish a
predetermined level of logging on pub-
lic land, and then apply endangered
species protection to whatever habitat
remains; rather than adhere to clear
legal mandates by setting aside land for
the survival of species and then sched-
uling any logging on what land is left.
This practice is continued in the Clinton
Forest Plan. This administration, and
the scientific and environmental com-
munities, must face the fact that billions
of board feet more of timber cannot be
cut in the Pacific Northwest National
Forests unless a number of environmen-
tal laws are repealed.

Despite 1800 pages we still have no
answer to the basic question that should
have been asked: what is the maximum
amount of species protection that is yet
possible on federal lands? The conclu-
sion the data suggests is not even men-
tioned in the report: except thinning for
restoration and fire prevention, further
logging of National Forests in the
Pacific Northwest should probably be
ended; restrictions on private land log-
ging imposed; and timber sales sold but
not yet cut repurchased.

As a practical matter, this report
may be consigned to the dumpster by a
current timber industry lawsuit. The
briefs and affidavits filed in that suit
allege widespread illegal administrative
procedures by the DSEIS and FEMAT
teams. Lawyers familiar with the suit
say the timber industry case is strong.

The fast track this DSEIS is on
guarantees that the public comment
period is a sham. A report of a meeting
of Forest Service supervisors on 9/1/93
says that the Final SEIS will be filed
with the EPA on 11/19/93. How can the
team possibly assimilate and weigh the
comments that arrive during the legal
comment period when the schedule it
follows requires that final decisions are
made before the comment period ends
on 10/28/93? The response of the inter-
agency DSEIS team to phone calls ask-
ing that the comment period, which
began 7/28/93, be extended because so
many people received their DSEIS late
or not at all was that the final Record Of
Decision must be ready for Judge
Dwyer by 12/31/93. 1t is just one of the
plan’s many ironies that the interagency
DSEIS team feels compelled to bend

chase of sold but uncut sales, and purchases of private lands.
Chart Courtesy of David Bayles

and harvest level decreases as one’
moves down numerically though the

and break NEPA rules to get the docu-
ment to Judge Dwyer; yet the reason

Winter Solstice 1993 The Northern Forest Forum Page 15




they must go before the Judge is
because the agencies were found guilty
of a consistent pattern of NEPA and
NFMA violations..

The whole issue of adherence to
NEPA involves the question of species
viability, yet DSEIS reviewers have no
access to process records or minutes of
deliberations, and so cannot know the
identity of species viability raters. Since
the scientists individual species ratings
are not given, only averages of panels
are provided, reviewers do not know the
ranges of viability ratings for individual
species. Displaying averages leads to
some very misleading and overconfi-
dent predictions. For example, we are
told that the 80% viability rating for
spotted owls was an average of four sci-
entists’ opinions. One of the raters was
an industry scientist who ranked Option
9’s ability to protect Northern Spotted
Owls at 100%. Two other scientists
gave estimates of only 60%. So 80% is
just an average of widely divergent
numbers. If the divergence in ratings is
widespread, this would indicate that the

model and methodology are probably |

flawed and should not be considered as
accurate. .

No credible peer review of the doc-
ument was done. One scientist said that
the FEMAT research methodology was
too poor to be published in a scientific
journal. Usually in a scientific process
the results and methodology are sent to
an independent scientific body or jour-
nal who then chooses the scientists who
will do the peer review. While the
authors can suggest the peer reviewers,
they don’t actually select them.
FEMAT’s authors selected the peer
reviewers, gave them little or no time to
comment, and won’t release their com-
ments. This is not a new phenomenon.

The Forest Service and BLM have his-
torically refused to subject the models,
methodology and conclusion of their
scientific studies to bona fide peer
review. It is unlikely the scientific com-
munity will ever formally object to this
since logging, directly or indirectly,
funds much of the “research and sci-
ence” at state, federal and university

Jevel 4

While the many process violations
of this report are disturbing, it is the
substance that is truly appalling. One
thing that jumps out of the report is the
several thousand viability ratings that
show Option | protects every species

better than Option 9;5 but, when the
writers rank all the Options together,
miraculously, Option 9 does better than
Option 1 in terms of the entire ecosys-
tem. How can this be? Is Option 9 a
neutron bomb that destroys species
without harming the ecosystem?

The key to understanding this plan
is to tease out the underlying drivers
behind the viability ratings that implicit-
ly or explicitly treat Option 9’s high
logging levels as a plus for the ecosys-
tem and Option 1’s inviolate reserves as
bad for the ecosystem. (Option 1 pro-
duces the lowest timber volume avail-
able for continued cutting and the
largest reserves. It is similar to Option
14C in the Gang of Four report, but
with better stream buffers.)

One alleged plus for Option 9 was
to posit that the forest is so damaged sil-
vicultural restoration is necessary to
restore its function. Since the biggest
reserves are in Option 1, and they are
assumed to be closed to “restoration”,
this means that even thinning planta-
tions to protect against fire is not possi-
ble in Option 1. On the other hand,
Option 9 allows “restoration” activities

Olympic National Forest. Photo by Elizabeth Feryl

in reserves.

Another imagined plus, available
only in Option 9, is Adaptive
Management Areas (AMA’s). Now,
although AMA’s might strike activists
as merely turning forests over to the
same locals that caused the problems in
the first place; the scientists who did the
ratings assumed they could somehow
trade reduced protection on federal
lands in AMA’s for increased protec-
tions on adjacent private lands. Clearly,
Adaptive Management Areas represent
the triumph of hope over experience.
The Applegate Project, which served as
a model for this idea, is still in its hon-
eymoon stage, and hasn’t proved any-
thing except that injunctions make the
industry sit down and talk. A better
model would have been any of the
unsuccessful experiments like the
Illinois River Basin or the Shasta Costa
Roadless Area, or any of the several
other community planning efforts that
have come to impasse and failure. The
sham public participation in this
DSEIS/FEMAT. process is probably a
harbinger of what can be expected in
the AMA public participation process

Another assumed plus for Option 9
is the assumption that long term ecosys-
tem health is contingent on forest ecolo-
gist’s logging experiments! They appear
to have credited in advance the knowl-
edge scientists expect to gain about
ecosystems from AMA’s and incorpo-
rated this dubious rationale into the rat-

ings.6 In numerous places in the plan
they admit they have very little knowl-
edge about old growth ecosystems and
it will be a long time before they
acquire it. How many trees will be left
standing by the time they acquire this
knowledge? , :
Finally, the ratings assumed that
large amounts of money would be forth-
coming for restoration and AMA’s, and
that these experiments would succeed.
These speculations were then used to

offset the problems Option 9’s high log-'

ging levels might cause. From a process
point of view the report should clearly
explain the effect that future funding
assumptions had on the ratings. If
expected ecosystem funding is delayed
or reduced, the numbers in the report
will be wrong. Also, if the “experi-
ments” fail the numbers will be off.
Viability ratings should not be fluffed
up by assuming funding not yet allocat-
ed, studies not yet designed, and over-
sight by agencies not yet reformed.

Further problems include the dis-
turbing reports that Option 1 reserves
were deliberately and sloppily drawn to
increase the amount of old growth
available for logging. Also, Option 9’s
rankings and ratings were allegedly
done at different times and by different
people than the other Options.

Once they had claimed such enor-
mous real or imagined benefits for thin-
ning in preserves, silvicultural restora-
tion and AMA’s, the proper, logical, and
legal action for the scientists who draft-
ed Option 9 would have been to create a
new alternative for comparative purpos-
es. That alternative should have present-
ed how various species would fare if all
logging of National Forest was stopped,
except to convert plantations and fire
suppressed stands back to their natural
uneven aged condition.

This other alternative could have
displayed the effects of no logging at all
in National Forests. This would have
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been a more appropriate, not to mention
legal, way to satisfy the NEPA require-
ment that a “no action” alternative be
considered in writing EIS’s. As it is, the
“no action” alternative in the DSEIS
(Option 7) assumes implementing exist-
ing Forest Plans. This is an oxymoron if
there ever was one since the report’s
analysis shows that Option 7 is devas-
tating for species and doesn’t meet
NEMA, or NEPA. How could this con-
stitute the alternative that shows the
decision maker what the results of “no
action” would be?

A Distressing Development

The FEMAT team leaders have said
repeatedly that all species cannot be
saved. What hats do they wear when
they say this: scientist? politician? act-
ing chief of the Forest Service? What
assumptions lie behind this? A danger-
ous threshold is crossed when key sci-
entists, with scant political experience,
decide it is politically impossible or too
expensive, to save species. These are
decisions for politicians and the public
to make. Scientists owe it to their fellow
citizens to at least lay out an alternative
that shows what is possible on public
and private lands, especially since the
FEMAT report7 displays public opinion
polls showing that the American public

“and the citizens of the Pacific Northwest

clearly want strong protection for feder-
al forests. The issue is not whether all
species can be saved or that some
species depend on private land over
which the Forest Service has no control:
the issue is how much protection can be
found for species that depend on federal
land. ;

Confusion has arisen about how
many species are evaluated in the
DSEIS, and how they fare under
Options 1 and 9. Some have said that
1000 species were rated and 100 were
put at risk from Option 9. Actually,
many thousands of species were rated
and Option 9 creates problems for many
hundreds of them. Confusion arises
because, in the long lists of species,
some individual entries are really
groups of species. For example,
Lichens: table IV-18 rates only 16
Lichens, but these represent 125 differ-
ent species. Fungi: table IV-17 rates 48
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