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Notes compiled by Karen Bennett, UNH Cooperative Extension and Project Manager and Deb Park, NH Timberland Owners Association. These notes are our best interpretation of what was said. They haven’t been verified by the people in attendance.
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Jasen Stock – Before the public comment for Good Forestry in the Granite State, gave a general welcome and legislative update. 


John Caveney (President of NHTOA) provided opening comments.

Karen – Gave a brief introduction of the Good Forestry in the Granite State origins and purpose of meeting and thanked NHTOA for working with the committee to conduct these public meetings as part of the Timber Talks. 

Karen invited members of the steering committee to the front to hear public comments. Present were: Jasen Stock, Will Abott, Geof Jones, Brad Simpkins, Phil Bryce, Ken Desmaris, Don Kent

John Caveney- Spofford
Has a lot of comments but will send comments along.
Title is inappropriate – this isn’t all about good forestry – need to revisit the title. 

Did you folks give consideration to the private landowner in NH and the average size acreage that landowner represents? Did you approach the chapters with that focus? 

His answer: with respect to the recommendations in the document, average acreage is about 38.5 acres, if you look at the document and a person who is truly interested in forestry and used the book completely – the costs would be enormous. With all the scientist, wetlands scientists, engineers etc experts the costs would be a non-starter. We want to encourage people to be forest land owners. The costs would discourage landowners.

Craig Birch- Hollis
General feeling it that there is a lot of good information, but fears the lay person will read this and take it as the bible and not see it as general guidelines. He fears that towns will adopt this as law. You can’t do everything in the book. 

Don Winsor- Plymouth 

Family has a conservation easement and it references Good Forestry and following the recommended management practices. If I followed those recommended on seeps and streams I couldn’t do timber harvesting. This document will be a legal document with that easement. 

Dan Cyr- Francestown
Lot of effort into the book. A lot of good stuff, but need to fix the tone: “When forestry happening, this is how you don’t screw up the environment.” 

Vernal pools- The recommendation to leave 65% crown closure within 950 feet needs to be removed. The language and tone do not need to be in there. “Don’t throw the baby out with the bathwater. “
Ann Davis- Wilmot
New woodlot owner and is very actively learning how to manage the right way. Read the original – pretty user friendly for someone who isn’t a forester. I haven’t read the entire new version, and there are some parts that are improved. In some instances you’ve lost the view of your target audience. Had to sit there with a dictionary and it was a bit off-putting. You want this simple, you want someone who is interested be able to pick this up and use it. Often refer to checking things on the website and there are still many people without internet access and you need to provide for those people. She will be sending additional comments along. Change the introductory title of the chapter from “Required Reading” to less dictatorial language such as “Read This First”. The stewardship chapter talks about setting goals and objectives, but haven’t found yet how do you set your goals and objectives. Questions landowners should ask themselves. 

Joanna Lemire- Henniker
Many of her comments have already been made and include its too long and has difficult verbage- remember your audience. It isn’t easy to read. She questions the balance of the document: If the goal is to assist and motivate landowners to manage their woodlot, then the balance needs to change from wildlife to timber management. The forest stewardship planning chapter missed the economics of growing timber. Concerned with the emphasis on winter and dry logging. Towns are going to take this and make it law. She needs more time to review this. Fear that we won’t see the final draft. Give us time once it is revised to read it absorb it and to comment back on it. What was the original intent of the grant money?

Tom Thomson- Orford
Need a sheet in the front that says: “This is voluntary for the landowners who own and work the land. It shouldn’t be used to draft ordinances.” 

Grant was from the Northeast Utilities Foundation. The money that was involved in revising this draft – that money could have been used to maintain and expand on markets. Why didn’t the Division of Forests and Lands apply for the grant and not the Forest Society since under the RSA, the Director has the responsibility to update this? The original grant said the project manager would be employed by the Forest Society. 
Vernal Pools – the radius of 950 feet has to change. If we had to work with the radius that is suggested we wouldn’t have any place to work. 

Own 2400 acres that we openly share with the public. With this and other things the state of NH is chipping away our landowners rights. He wouldn’t sign onto any easements. He will leave his land to have his family deal with the forest management. 

There is a “perfect storm” for people who own forestland in NH- shoreland protection act, stream crossing rules, Fish and Game with wildlife action plan, and other rules and regulations that are being passed in Concord- are chipping away at NH landowners rights. We are being pushed into the corner. Have two tools: NO HUNTING OR TRESPASSING. (because of the trail bandit) and FOR SALE signs. That is what is going to develop if we don’t work to improve the balance between extreme issues such as vernal pools and landowners. 

Charlie Levesque- Antrim
Thanks to the original authors and those involved in the current draft. Tremendous amount of effort, many people worked on the original and new one. It is very valuable when you have choices to use it in a voluntary fashion. The issue of how this document will be used- the steering committee needs to take a step back and take another look, at a higher level. He would like more depth, but is concerned about how it may be used. The one from 1997 has been used to draft ordinances, and many commissions are using it as law, and not voluntary. He suggests two separate documents – 1.) A textbook version. This is the basis for a really great text book for UNH and Thompson School. Beef it up it so it has more information. Teach students at a university level. 2.) New version – send the tech teams back to work to focus on the top things needed in each chapter. Create a field guide. It is all about intention. If you want it to be used on the ground it needs to be smaller and focused. Have some serious process and focus issues. 

Dave Kent- Keene
A consulting forester in the Keene area who has experience with the original document and a conservation easement violation. He is concerned with the new version – applied to a conservation easement, this revised document it has much more far reaching impact to the working forests. It should be called “Perfect Forestry in the Granite State”. Practitioners have to make working compromises on a daily basis, this will become the standard – it will rapidly shut down operations across the state. Would like to ask the committee to make a case study to take the document and apply it to a piece of land and see how much land it would take it out of the timber base. He estimates it would remove 30-40% of the land from the timber base or make it uneconomic. He is concerned how it will be applied.
Tom Chrisenton- Lyndeborough
NH is has the best water quality in the country according to a report to Congress. Since 1998 NH is being over regulated. There is too much money around to write reports. He looked at a couple references in the vernal pool chapter- one of the studies used was in the unglaciated area, in Missouri on an oak-hickory forest. Missouri has a fraction of the vernal pools NH has. If this gets adopted by a community it would take away 30-40% of the timber base and we won’t be competitive with the rest of the country.

A reference used in the stream crossing sections – Scott Jackson published by UCAL- DAVIS, in it road kill were mapped. In the entire map only one amphibian – a bull frog– was killed. He questions the references used and thinks they need to be researched better.

The fish and game people are taking this to the Nth degree.

In NY they talk about stream connectivity and are using it in a logical manner on perennial streams, not intermittent streams as we do in NH. In the upper watershed streams lack the necessary continuity. 

John Randall- Richmond
He is a forester, conservation commission member and a forest landowner. The part that scare me- the vernal pools. Had to deal with natural heritage in MA, limited cutting along water, rivers etc. Many references tell the landowners to go to the NH Natural Heritage and that would be the last people I could contact.

Sean Sullivan- NHTOA 

Speaking on behalf of a NHTOA member who wishes to remain anonymous. “Boy there is a lot of intelligence that put together this document – a lot of academic work not a lot of industry/landowner.” There should be a review and edit committee of industry and landowners to review the document before it’s finality to check the work. 

Dan Cyr- Francestown
Not a lot of mud on the boots on the committee. Academia – not industry. I earn my living selling timber and 99% of my land base expects periodic income. Practicing professionals that earn their living selling timber would make this document a working document. 

Don Winsor- Plymouth
Asked to be on the committee – but there was a recession and didn’t have the time to be on the committee and do it right. 

Dave Kent- Keene 

The world is run by the people who get paid to show up. People simply cannot afford it. 

Jon Martin- Rumney
Has an easement that doesn’t require he follows Good Forestry, but use it as a guideline and he is relieved. I like to think I’m careful forester. There is a lot of pressure on landowners to sell land and liquidate timber. Cash out. The new generation doesn’t have the connections to the land that older generations do. More restrictions on the land make it harder to own and manage land. We need to spend more time and effort educating the public on the whole picture- cutting trees and making a living off the land isn’t a bad thing. We are doing good things- don’t go overboard. Education – telling kids that he cuts land – he has to explain that the forests are like a garden it needs to be weeded and worked. 

Craig Birch – Hollis
Concerned about using references from other parts of the country, for example MA Natural Heritages has regulations based on judgment calls that lack research. 

Dan Cyr- Francestown
Do we have time to have someone check the references? I’d like to know what is in the references. 

Jon Martin- Rumney

What is NHTOA’s position?

Jasen Stock- NHTOA

We have concerns about the length, technical aspects, buffer numbers. We don’t want to see the document become a hurdle and encourage landowners to cash out. He referenced easements.

Dan Cyr- Francestown

Good happens when we talk. If he can’t live with the final product, he will tell Jasen that he doesn’t support it. 

John Caveney- Spofford
This document isn’t voluntary for state lands. How will the new document compromise the state forester’s ability to manage state lands? State lands are very important to us. State of NH has well managed lands. If you use this document you end up with a piece of land that is unmanageable- take away the legal buffers and plug in the recommendations and you get Swiss cheese. The timber tax is important. “Everybody eats when the tree gets cut”.

When the committee revisits all of the comments that were made. Allow people to review the rewritten and allow more comments. Suggests the revised document be a part of the winter SAF meeting.
Marc Davis- Wilmot
Do some case studies. Will the science in the document stand up to the test.
John O’Brien- Orford
Would like to thank committee for all the work they did. Puts a lot of forestry into one little packet and he will refer to it. It is more apropos for foresters than landowners or general public. Tone down the final product. Questions the authorship of each chapter so we can contact them directly.

Tom Chrisenton- Lyndeborough
Does Brad Simpkins have the final say on this document? I would like Brad to take note of what is being said here tonight.
Chris McRae- Goffstown
I don’t understand who the target audience is? Looks like I have to get my masters to read it and then he won’t hire a forester. When it says best management it means that commissions will use it as regulations. He understands about silviculture and that science is different than art. What may work in the way you manage 30 acres vs 1000 acres, both use science but it still will be different. If it is for foresters, put that in the title. If you’re focus are lay people, you’ve missed it. Manage it from science not from ‘feel good”. 

Jeremy Turner- New London
Applaud the effort to get this thing right. His suggestion for the title –“Technical Document for Landowners to Manage Wildlife and Water with Some Forestry” 

The tone is an issue based document. Why is it structured that way?
Conservation commissioners in his home town have changed a lot. The people have good intentions but don’t have the institutional knowledge. They will look to this book for guidance and it will have some strong unintended consequences. Other states have regulated themselves out of the forestry business.

There is a clear division of opinion related to this draft: 1) Those that think there is no problem with it and he notes they work in the public or non-profit part of forestry or 2.) Those that think there is a problem with it and they are private foresters or in industry. How do you bridge those ideas? He likes Charlie Levesque’s idea have a textbook and a field book- something to keep in the truck, stuff that will work on the ground. 

The final review should heavily rely on field practitioners who work in the woods. There is a gap that needs to be bridged. It is not okay as it is.

Dan Cyr- Francestown
How did the other meetings go?
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