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Ab s't r'a'c t 

The ques t ion  of l e g a l  c o n s t r a i n t s  t o  f o r e s t  
p r a c t i c e  i s  c u r r e n t l y  a c t i v e  again.  Two sources  
of r e s t r i c t i o n  a r e  t h e  h i s t o r i c  concern f o r  
t imber  supply and r e l a t e d  ameni t ies ,  and t h e  
mandates of t h e  Federal  Water P o l l u t i o n  Law. 
L e g i s l a t o r s  by and laxge ,  both S t a t e  and 
Federa l ,  r e a l i z e  t h e  need of t h e  na t ion  f o r  
t imber and w i l l  g ive  due weight t o  t h e  d a t a  
presented  t o  them by p r o f e s s i o n a l  f o r e s t e r s .  
F o r e s t e r s ,  on t h e i r  p a r t ,  have t h e  o b l i g a t i o n  
t o  become even more involved i n  t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  
process  and t o  p r e s e n t  t h e  b a s i c s  of sus t a ined  
y i e l d  f o r e s t r y  i n  a c l e a r  and understandable 
manner. 

These comments on l e g a l  r e s t r a i n t s  t o  i n t e n s i v e  
s i l v i c u l t u r e  come from t h e  admi t ted ly  s u b j e c t i v e  view- 
p o i n t  of one who, though he has  a f o r e s t r y  background, 
now works i n  a s t a t e - l e v e l  mul t i -d i sc ip l ine  environ- 
mental agency i n  Northern New England. I n  t h i s  p o s i t i o n  
I do fol low q u i t e  c l o s e l y  our own s t a t e  l e g i s l a t u r e  
b u t ,  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, can only ,  from genera l  reading  
o r  o t h e r  information sources ,  l e a r n  what i s  happening 
i n  t h e  f o r e s t  r egu la to ry  f i e l d  over  a wider a rea .  I 
would a sk ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  you t a k e  t h e  fol lowing com- 
ments and balance them a g a i n s t  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  your 
own s t a t e  o r  region.  

F i r s t ,  al though it i s  no t  i n  my assigned t o p i c ,  
l e t ' s  r e c a l l  t h a t  l e g i s l a t i o n  o r  admin i s t r a t ive  regula- 
t i o n  i s  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  a detr iment  o r  r e s t r a i n t  t o  
f o r e s t r y .  They can be a b e n e f i t :  A s e r i o u s  s i t u a t i o n  
i n  Vermont, f o r  example, i s  f o r e s t  land t a x a t i o n ,  t h e  
a l l - too - fami l i a r  s t o r y  of land t a x e s  f a r  i n  excess  of t h e  



f o r e s t r y  o r  a g r i c u l t u r a l  capac i ty  of t h e  land t o  produce 
a  cash r e t u r n .  A good t a x  law r e v i s i o n  i n  t h i s  in s t ance  
would a i d  i n  removing a  r e s t r a i n t  t o  i n t e n s i v e  s i l v i -  
c u l t u r e .  

An even more i n t r i g u i n g  example i n  Vermont now 
comes a t  a  t i m e  when we hear  t h a t  i n t e r e s t  i n  environ- 
mental l e g i s l a t i o n  has  ebbed. However, t h e  l a t e s t  
information concerning "Act 2501', our b a s i c  land 
development law, without  going i n t o  a  g r e a t  amount of 
d e t a i l ,  i s  t h a t  due t o  t h e  l e g i s l a t i o n  a s  now w r i t t e n ,  
t h e r e  has been a  p r o l i f e r a t i o n  of land subdiv is ions  of 
j u s t  t e n  a c r e s  o r  s l i g h t l y  over  - t h e  minimum subdivi-  
s i o n  which escapes Act 250 j u r i s d i c t i o n  - with obvious 
adverse e f f e c t s  on t h e  p r a c t i c e  of f o r e s t r y .  I t  i s  
more d i f f i c u l t  f o r  logging ope ra to r s  o r  f o r e s t e r s  t o  
dea l  wi th  a  m u l t i p l i c i t y  of small  ownerships of t e n  
a c r e s  each l a i d  o u t  wi th  no regard t o  n a t u r a l  f e a t u r e s  
such a s  r idge  t o p s  o r  stream v a l l e y s .  

The p o i n t  t o  be made i s  t h a t  i n s t e a d  of c r i e s  f o r  
t h e  dismantl ing of Act 250, what i s  heard a r e  p l e a s  f o r  
some innovat ive  and c r e a t i v e  s t rengthening  of t h e  law t o  
remove t h e  small  o r  i r r e g u l a r  l o t  detr iment  t o  f o r e s t  
management, while a t  t h e  same t i m e  p reserv ing ,  a s  f a r  a s  
p o s s i b l e ,  t h e  f r e e  market concept i n  land s a l e s .  What 
t h e  outcome w i l l  be i s  unclear  a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  but  some 
very  respons ib le  people ,  inc luding  t h e  F o r e s t s  & Parks 
Commissioner, a r e  seeking through law and r e g u l a t i o n  t o  
enhance, r a t h e r  than r e s t r i n e  p r a c t i c e  of s i l v i -  
c u l t u r e .  

Now, it s e e m s  t o  m e  t h a t  p o s s i b l e  l e g i s l a t i v e  o r  
r egu la to ry  r e s t r a , i n t s  t o  i n t e n s i v e  s i l v i c u l t u r e  can 
be reasonably expected,  i f  t hey  come a t  a l l ,  from e i t h e r  
o r  both  of  two governmental l e v e l s ,  s t a t e  and f e d e r a l ,  
s i n c e ,  a s  most r e a l i z e ,  New England has  only a  s k e l e t a l  
county government compared wi th  much of t h e  United 
S t a t e s ;  and any prospec t ive  town laws o r  r e g u l a t i o n s  on 
t imber c u t t i n g  would obviously have only  an extremely 
l o c a l  e f f e c t .  A s  u rbaniza t ion  progresses ,  however, such 
l o c a l  r e s t r i c t i o n s  can become q u i t e  severe on woodland 
owners. For example, a l though n o t  aware of them 
pe r sona l ly ,  I am t o l d  t h a t  l o c a l  ordinances a g a i n s t  tree 
c u t t i n g  a r e  extremely severe i n  such New J e r s e y  townships 
a s  Hampton and Parsippany-Troy H i l l s .  

P o t e n t i a l  a r e a s  of r egu la t ion  can reasonably 
expected t o  be: 



1) Measures designed e s p e c i a l l y  t o  f u l f i l l  t h e  
mandates of what has  been r e c e n t l y  descr ibed a s  "one of 
t h e  most complex p i e c e s  of l e g i s l a t i o n  eve r  passed by 
t h e  United S t a t e s  Congressl ' , l  PL 92-500, t h e  Federal  
Water P o l l u t i o n  Control  Act. 

2) Measures intended t o  maintain l e v e l s  of f o r e s t  
p r o d u c t i v i t y ,  a  h i s t o r i c  American concern,  now widely 
expanded, however, t o  no t  only  t o  t h e  n a t i o n ' s  t imber 
supply,  bu t  r e l a t e d  resources  and ameni t ies  such a s  
scen ic  va lues ,  c lean  water ,  and r e c r e a t i o n  a r e a s .  This  
l a t t e r  would inc lude  t h e  sometimes emotion-laden term 
"wilderness a r e a s  " . 

3) Combinations of t h e s e  a r e a s  i n  such ma t t e r s  a s  
p e s t i c i d e  and s i l v i c i d e  r e g u l a t i o n ,  road bui ld ing  and 
o t h e r  f o r e s t - r e l a t e d  cons t ruc t ion ,  even perhaps con- 
t r o l l e d  burning i f  t h i s  should come i n t o  wider use i n  
t h e  nor thern  f o r e s t .  These l a t t e r  concerns n o t  only  
r a i s e  t h e  wider i n t e r e s t  o f  f o r e s t e r s  and environ- 
m e n t a l i s t s  a s  they always have, but  now a l s o  w i l l  be 
examined i n  t h e  l i g h t  of PL 92-500 t o  see i f  t h e i r  use 
w i l l  a f f e c t  water q u a l i t y  i n  t h e  f o r e s t .  

To look a t  t h e  f i r s t  a r e a ,  t h e  Federal  Water 
Q u a l i t y  Act,  t h e  Sect ion numbers of 92-500 - "106", 
"201", '140211, "404", "303 (e) 'I, and "208" - have become 
s tock  phrases  among environmentally aware people a t  a l l  
l e v e l s ,  and i f  t h e  numbers a t  l e a s t  a r e  unknown o r  a  
mystery t o  the  gene ra l  p u b l i c ,  t h e  e f f e c t s  of t h e s e  
Sec t ions  of t h e  Law a r e  beginning t o  reach t o  t h e  
remotest  corners ,  h i l l s ,  and v a l l e y s  and r i v e r  bottoms 
of a l l  50 s t a t e s .  

I t ' s  a  massive program t o  say t h e  l e a s t .  201 con- 
s t r u c t i o n  g r a n t s  t o  bu i ld  sewage t rea tment  p l a n t s  and 
r e l a t e d  f a c i l i t i e s  now t o t a l  b i l l i o n s  of d o l l a r s  
annual ly .  303 River Basin P lans  have had hear ings  i n  
a l l  p a r t s  of the  region which, though g e n e r a l l y  
s p a r s e l y  at tended,  a r e  sources  of huge amount of d e t a i l  
f o r  f u t u r e  water  q u a l i t y  planning i n  t h e  immediate a rea .  
The 404 s e c t i o n ,  t h e  so-cal led Dredge and F i l l ,  i s  of 
immediate i n t e r e s t  t o  f o r e s t r y  s i n c e  i t ,  a s  t h e  r e s u l t  
of a  f e d e r a l  c o u r t  dec i s ion ,  r e q u i r e s  t h e  U . S .  Army 
Corps o f  Engineers t o  extend j u r i s d i c t i o n  on dredge 
a c t i v i t i e s  t o  t h e  most upland stream a r e a s  and t h e i r  
a t t e n d a n t  wetlands.  W e  a r e  now, a s  of J u l y  1 of t h i s  
y e a r ,  i n  phase 2 o f  Sect ion 404 implementation which 
extends Corps j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  a l l  major r i v e r s .  Next 



year, July 1, will complete implementation of Corps 
jurisdiction right up into the headwaters. As of now, 
it is determined that permits will be needed for several 
activities commonly used in forestry such as stream 
crossings. In order to, as one water engineer in 
Vermont puts it, "soften the blow", the Corps is pro- 
posing general permits to be issued to a state to cover 
the more routine activities; but apparently negotiations 
on the details between the states and the Corps are not 
progressing too well at this point. To compound our own 
situation in Vermont, our State is split down the middle 
by two Co 
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applyinq to both Albany and Waltham for permits for the 
same operation. Vermont, obviously, is currently trying 
to rectify this situation. 

Several changes by amendment are now in process in 
Washington on the whole Water Quality Act. A proposal 
on this 404 section, however, to redefine Corps 
jurisdiction on dredge and fill to truly navigable 
waters, the so-called Breaux amendment, failed in June. 
Our own position in Vermont is that the states keep 
jurisdiction over most waters, with the Corps retaining 
jurisdiction over the traditional navigable waters, but 
we do realize the need for wetlands legislation of our 
own, an area which many feel is inadequately covered by 
law at this time. A possible compromise could be a 
requirement that all states enact suitable wetlands 
legislation and then be "signed off" by the Federal 
Government to run their own dredge and fill programs. 
We understand a major concern about this among 
environmentally oriented Congressmen is that approxi- 
mately half of the states have no wetlands legislation 
at all. 

The last section of PL 92-500 I will mention is 
208. This is a broadly designed planning action 
designed to involve citizens at a very basic level in 
planning for future water quality needs where complex 
problems exist. 208 has been described as a form of 
land use planning, with all of the positive and negative 
connotations this term brings, since it is obvious that 
man's treatment of the land affects water quality. 
Vermont is just beginning its involvement with 208. We 
are being cautious. A state level committee headed by 
the Secretary of my Agency has been established with 
participants from all sectors with an emphasis on 
participation by the agricultural community. We plan 
to do the groundwork on 208 through the 13 Regional 
Planning areas in Vermont. 



I would urge you t o  check c a r e f u l l y  t h e  208 se tup  
i n  your own s k a t e  i f  you have n o t  done s o  a l r eady ,  o r  i f  
you a r e  n o t  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  a t  t h i s  t i m e .  F o r e s t r y  needs 
t o  be represented  on t h i s  planning l e v e l  which w i l l  be 
recommending b a s i c  land use  d e c i s i o n s  a f f e c t i n g  u s  f o r  
y e a r s  t o  come. I do know t h a t  e a s t e r n  Massachusetts ,  
p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  has  208 planning a r e a s  and s t a f f s  who a r e  
f u r t h e r  along than we i n  nor thern  New England, and 
though, obviously,  t h a t  i s  a h igh ly  urbanized a r e a ,  a 
v i s i t  t o  them i f  you a r e  i n  t h e  v i c i n i t y  w i l l  show some- 
what where w e  might be a s  208 progresses .  

208 i s  under cons idera t ion  f o r  change wi th  some 
amendments i n  Washington a t  t h i s  t i m e .  One proposal  
r ece iv ing  s e r i o u s  a t t e n t i o n  i s  t o  add a i r  p o l l u t i o n  and 
s o l i d  waste t o  t h e  208-type model. The r e s u l t  would be 
a complete waste planning e f f o r t  and t h e  r ami f i ca t ions  
f o r  land use planning t h e r e f o r e  even broader .  

A s  a l a te  update t o  t h e  whole ques t ion  o f  amend- 
ments t o  PL 92-500, our  water resources  people t e l l  us 
t h a t  t h e  most appropr i a t e  forum toward which w e  may 
address  our  comments i s  now Senate B i l l  S-2710 which 
has  passed t h e  House a s  HR 9560 and i s  now back i n  t h e  
Senate t o  r e s o l v e  d i f f e r e n c e s .  

* * * 
The second major a r e a  o f  r egu la t ion  i s  t h a t  

intended t o  maintain l e v e l s  of f o r e s t  p roduc t iv i ty .  
This  i s  a h i s t o r i c  concern; i t ' s  been pointed o u t  by 
o t h e r s  t h a t  debate  on t h e  t imber supply i s s u e  has  been 
s t r o n g  i n  a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  previous pe r iods  i n  our  
h i s t o r y :  1910, 1923-1924, and 1938-1952 .2 A t  t h e  
p r e s e n t  t i m e ,  of course,  t h e  added concerns of many 
i n t e r e s t  groups accompany t h e  t imber shor tage  worr ies .  
I w i l l  n o t  go i n t o  g r e a t  d e t a i l  on f o r e s t  p r a c t i c e  laws 
b u t  w i l l  make some genera l  observa t ions  from our stand- 
p o i n t  i n  Vermont. F i r s t ,  something i s  d e f i n i t e l y  " i n  
t h e  wind" again regarding t h e  r egu la t ion  of c u t t i n g  on 
both government and p r i v a t e  l ands ;  i t ' s  an i s s u e  t h a t  i s  
very  a c t i v e .  To expand on t h i s  a l i t t l e ,  w e  have the 
very  concre te  and h ighly  v i s i b l e  congressional  a c t i o n  
i n  Washington r e w r i t i n g  t h e  b a s i c  Fores t  Serv ice  Organic 
Act. A s  most of you undoubtedly know, t h i s  a c t i o n  grew 
o u t  of a f e d e r a l  c o u r t  r u l i n g  on c l e a r c u t t i n g  i n  W e s t  
V i rg in ia  on F o r e s t  Se rv ice  l and ,  a r u l i n g  now known a s  
t h e  Monongahela dec i s ion .  There i s  a l s o  i n  e f f e c t  now 
a new f e d e r a l  law e n t i t l e d  t h e  Fores t  and Range Land 
Renewable Resources planning Act (RPA) , r equ i r ing  an on- 
going long-range assessment,  planning and program on t h e  
management p r imar i ly  of f e d e r a l  lands .  The s t a t u s  of 



s t a t e  and p r i v a t e l y  owned land re sources  w & l l ,  however, 
a l s o  inc reas ing ly  f i g u r e  i n  Federal  land program 
dec i s ions .  

Already these  two major Federal  a c t i v & t i e s ,  Fores t  
Serv ice  Organic Act Revision and RPA, a r e  becoming 
i n t e r r e l a t e d  i n  t h a t  t h e  major Organic Act rewrf t e ,  
S-3091, t h e  "Humphrey B i l l " ,  makes re ference  t o ,  and t i e s  
i n  wi th ,  t h e  RPA a l r eady  passed. Now we, a t  t h e  s t a t e  
l e v e l ,  could s i t  back, and say " t h a t  p e r t a i n s  only t o  
f e d e r a l  lands" .  I don ' t  th ink  we should be misled,  
however. Any f o r e s t - r e l a t e d  l e g i s l a t i o n  a s  comprehen- 
s i v e  a s  t h e  two Federal  a c t i o n s  j u s t  mentioned a r e  
bound t o  have "spin-off" e f f e c t s  on s t a t e  and p r i v a t e  
f o r e s t r y .  Indeed, I an t o l d  t h a t  t h e  s t a t e s  have been 
asked t o  assume r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  a  Resources Planning 
Act type of e f f o r t  on s t a t e  and p r i v a t e  lands .  Even i f  
t h a t  does n o t  happen, a  major debate  with p r e s s  and 
t e l e v i s i o n  coverage o f ,  f o r  example, Fores t  Serv ice  
c l e a r c u t t i n g  p r a c t i c e s ,  would b r ing  t h a t  i s s u e  t o  t h e  
f o r e  on s t a t e  and p r i v a t e  f o r e s t  l e v e l s ,  a l s o .  

(Permit an anecdote here:  Un t i l  now, t r e e  l eng th  
c l e a r c u t t i n g  and ch ip  harves t ing  i n  Vermont has been 
confined t o  a  r e l a t i v e l y  small  and remote a rea  i n  t h e  
nor theas te rn  s e c t i o n .  Already, however, we have 
received a t  my Agency some heated comments and ques t ions  
from t r a v e l l e r s  i n t o  t h e  a rea  such a s  snowmobilers and 
hunters .  I t  i s  my content ion t h a t  i f  and when t h e  c l e a r -  
cut-chip ha rves t  ope ra t ions  move down s t a t e  i n  view of 
I n t e r s t a t e s  9 1  and 89, the  pub l i c  ou tc ry  f o r  r egu la t ion  
f o r  c u t t i n g ,  even on p r i v a t e  land,  w i l l  be very  l a r g e . )  

A t  l e a s t  up t o  now, f o r e s t  p r a c t i c e  r egu la t ion  has 
been a t  t h e  s t a t e  l e v e l  wi th  a  measure of l a r g e l y  
voluntary  s t a t e - f e d e r a l  cooperation.  That t h i s  i s  l i k e l y  
t o  cont inue i s  ind ica ted  i n  an important po l i cy  speech 
given by John R. McGuire, Chief of the  U.S. Fores t  
Serv ice  on February 1 0 ,  1975, t o  a  j o i n t  Fores t  Serv ice  - 
EPA sponsored meeting on s t a t e  f o r e s t  p r a c t i c e s  l e g i s l a -  
t i o n  i n  Washington, D.C. McGuire s a i d ,  i n  p a r t ,  "Forest  
p r a c t i c e  r e g u l a t i o n ,  i f  necessary f o r  whatever purpose, 
i s  no t  a  f e d e r a l  func t ion .  Any such l e g i s l a t i o n  should 
be developed, implemented, and administered wi th in  t h e  
e s t a b l i s h e d  p a t t e r n  of f ede ra l - s t a t e -p r iva te  cooperation 
i n  f o r e s t r y  mat te rs"  .3 

Per ry  Hagenstein, Executive Direc tor  of t h e  New 
England Natural  Resources Center i n  Boston, has prepared 
a  paper on f o r e s t  p r a c t i c e  l e g i s l a t i o n  i n  New Englande4 
This i s  an e x c e l l e n t  source of information regarding 



f o r e s t  r egu la t ion  on our own area .  A conclusion 
Hagenstein drew was t h a t  r egu la t ions  a r e  most e f f e c t i v e  
when designed t o  d e a l  with s p e c i f i c  problems f a i r l y  
narrowly def ined.  On t h e  o t h e r  hand, he f e l t  t h a t  
broadly app l i cab le  laws on c u t t i n g  when enacted i n  t h e  
p a s t ,  have o f t e n  simply not  been enforced. ~ a g e n s t e i n  
wrote h i s  paper t o  r e l a t e  f o r e s t  r egu la t ion  t o  t h e  
water q u a l i t y  problem mentioned above, but  it would seem 
h i s  conclusions would apply t o  t h e  t imber supply and 
a e s t h e t i c  concerns a l s o .  

I would l i k e  t o  s t e p  a s i d e  now f o r  a  moment i n  con- 
c lus ion  and,notwithstanding a l l  my b i a s e s  a s  a  f o r e s t e r  
and p ro fess iona l  envi ronmenta l i s t ,  t r y  t o  p u t  myself i n  
the  p lace  of a  Vermont l e g i s l a t o r  a s  he o r  she might 
look a t  the  ques t ion  of r egu la t ion  of c u t t i n g  on p r i v a t e  
lands  i n  my s t a t e ,  i f  t h e  mat te r  comes up f o r  l e g i s l a t i o n .  
Leaving t h e  narrower ques t ion  of water q u a l i t y  a s i d e ,  I 
b e l i e v e ,  a s  a  l e g i s l a t o r ,  I would be open toward leaving  
f o r e s t  p r a c t i c e s  i n  p r i v a t e  and p ro fess iona l  hands wi th ,  
however, some important q u a l i f i c a t i o n s .  The most 
important of these  i s  t h a t ,  a s  a  l e g i s l a t o r  o r  even 
p r i v a t e  c i t i z e n ,  I would want t o  hear  from pro fess iona l  
f o r e s t e r s  about t h e  concept of sus t a ined  y i e l d ,  def ined 
something l i k e  t h i s  : "repeated crops of t imber removed 
a t  r egu la r  def ined i n t e r v a l s ,  i n t o  t h e  f u t u r e  a s  f a r  a s  
man w i l l  c o n t r o l  it; with no degradat ion of t h e  s o i l  o r  
water base and t h e  maintenance of a  hea l thy ,  product ive 
f o r e s t 1 ' .  I would l i k e  t o  hear  t h a t  from f o r e s t e r s ,  and 
I would l i k e  them t o  d e l i n e a t e  t h e  a r e a s  on which they  
in t end  t o  do it. 

Most l e g i s l a t o r s  i n  Vermont a r e  beginning t o  
r e a l i z e  t h a t  wood i s  t h e  only la rge-sca le  renewable 
resource we have. I f ,  f o r  example, a s  seems l i k e l y  i n  
o u t  s t a t e ,  we move i n t o  genera t ion  of e l e c t r i c a l  power 
wi th  wood f u e l  and/or i f  another l a r g e  paper m i l l  i s  
loca ted  i n  t h e  upper Connecticut Val ley,  t h e  wood 
resources  of Vermont would be even more c r u c i a l  t o  our  
economy and well-being. Dialogue and debates  wi th  
r e c r e a t i o n i s t s ,  environmental groups,  and o t h e r s ,  some 
of whom might wish t o  r e s t r i c t  c u t t i n g ,  w i l l  cont inue ,  
but  I be l ieve  t h a t  l e g i s l a t o r s  w i l l  g ive  due weight t o  
reasoned, p ro fess iona l  advice from f o r e s t e r s ,  i f  t h e  
lawmakers can be l i eve  t h a t  t h e  t imber bus iness  i s  here 
t o  s t a y  on a  sus ta ined  y i e l d  b a s i s .  

(A superb example of t h e  s o r t  of i n t e l l i g e n t  l u c i d  
p ro fess iona l  testimony t h a t  would be most h e l p f u l  t o  me 
were I a  l e g i s l a t o r  was t h a t  of t h e  P res iden t  of t h e  
Socie ty  of American Fores t e r s ,  R .  Kei th  Arnold, before  



t h e  Fores t s  Sub-committee on Agr icu l tu re ,  U . S .  House o f  
Representat ives ,  on March 2 4 ,  1976. Arnold was t e s t i f y -  
i n g  on one of t h e  proposed r e w r i t e s  of t h e  U . S .  Fo res t  
Serv ice  Organic Act. This testimony may be found 
verbatim i n  t h e  May 1976 Journa l  of Fores t ry . )  

There w i l l  be debates  and problems i n  t h e  f u t u r e  i n  
Vermont on f o r e s t  p r a c t i c e  r egu la t ion .  I s t i l l  t h i n k ,  
however, i f  we do our  own work, know what w e  a r e  about ,  
and a r e  a b l e  t o  communicate it e f f e c t i v e l y ,  we  w i l l  have 
our  j u s t  hear ing  i n  t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  process .  I n  our  
system of government, we r e a l l y  cannot ask f o r  more. 

The major conclusion t o  be draws from a l l  of t h i s  
i s  one t h a t  has been repeated many t i m e s  among profes- 
s i o n a l  f o r e s t e r s ,  bu t  it now assumes a new urgency. 
F o r e s t e r s  must assume a more a c t i v e  r o l e  i n  guiding 
f o r e s t  p r a c t i c e  r egu la t ion .  We w i l l  have t o  become 
involved i n  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  process ,  i n  information and 
educat ion programs, i n  dea l ing  face-to-face wi th  
r e c r e a t i o n  s p e c i a l  i n t e r e s t  groups, and i n  p u b l i c  
r e l a t i o n s  e f f o r t s .  And, we must make s u r e  we  do our  own 
homework, so  t h a t  we p r e s e n t  our  case  f o r  i n t e n s i v e  
s i l v i c u l t u r e  on the  soundest  p ro fess iona l  base.  

I n  t h i s  l i g h t ,  I w i l l  end on a personal  note .  I 
have a son who i s  planning t o  e n t e r  f o r e s t r y  school 
next  f a l l .  There a r e  two t h i n g s  I in tend  t o  share  with 
him a s  he e n t e r s  h i s  p ro fess iona l  s t u d i e s .  One i s  a 
paper by Benjamin A. Roach of t h e  U.S. Fores t  Se rv ice ,  
w r i t t e n  f o r  t h e  Applied Fores t ry  Research I n s t i t u t e  a t  
Syracuse. I t  i s  e n t i t l e d ,  s e l e c t i o n  Cut t ing  and Group 
Se lec t ion .  I have read it and marked it up a t  l e a s t  
t h r e e  times. Having been o u t  of  f o r e s t r y  school f o r  
twenty yea r s  t h i s  summer, I had r e a l l y  fo rgo t t en  a l o t  
about t h e  abso lu te  b a s i c s  of our  profess ion:  terms such 
a s  "regenerat ion method", " s i l v i c u l t u r a l  system1', 
" regula tory  system1', "sus ta ined  y i e l d " ,  "even age and 
uneven age management". Can you d e f i n e  each of t h e  
above i n  c l e a r  l u c i d  terms t o  a layman? Roach can and 
does. H e  i s  w e l l  worth reading  over  and over again.  4 

I f e e l  i f  I explained Roach's paper t o  my son and 
a l s o  gave him the  rudiments of t h e  use of b a s a l  a r e a  
and, i f  he can walk o u t  on our  own 70-acre woodlot and 
expla in  these  terms s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  t o  a non-professional 
v i s i t o r ,  he w i l l  have t h e  b a s i c s  of what he,  a s  a 
f o r e s t e r ,  w i l l  d e a l  wi th  a l l  h i s  p ro fess iona l  c a r e e r ,  
no ma t t e r  what s o p h i s t i c a t e d  courses  beyond t h a t  he may 
rece ive  a t  a u n i v e r s i t y .  



Footnotes 




