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PROPOSED AMENDMENT FOREST LEGACY NEEDS ASSESSMENT
MASSACHUSETTS

I. Objectives of the Proposed Amendment

This proposal seeks to add a new Forest Legacy Area (FLA) by amending the
Forest Legacy Needs Assessment — Massachusetts (Archey, 1993) to include the
Berkshire Plateau, a predominantly forested region in west-central Massachusetts.
Designation would advance the goals of the FLA by allowing significant protection to
a threatened mountainous ecosystem containing public water supply watersheds that
meet drinking water standards; rare, threatened and endangered species habitat (39
state-listed species and 2 federally-listed species); a riverine system that supports both
resident and anadromous fish populations; continued recreational opportunities
(including the Appalachian Trail administered by the National Park Service);
exceptional scenic values and the continuation of traditional forest uses. The ultimate
objective of the proposed area is to preserve and enhance the landscape-scale forests
of the region through land protection activities and complementing strategies, and to
prevent their conversion to non-forest uses.

This amendment would also be in great harmony with past acquisition efforts of
state government and private land protection efforts on the Berkshire Plateau.

It should be noted that revised guidelines for the Forest Legacy Program were
adopted on June 30, 2003 after the initial program approval in 1993 and subsequent
1996 revision (USDA Forest Service, 2003). The authority to amend the Assessment
of Need incorporated in those guidelines constitutes the basis for this amendment.

. Background

Massachusetts completed an Assessment of Need for the Forest Legacy Program
in the spring of 1993, with subsequent approval by the U.S. Secretary of Agriculture,
Mike Espy, on August 5, 1993. The Assessment of Need established eligibility
criteria for the selection of FLA’s within the Commonwealth (Archey, 1993); to be
considered for designation as a FLA, lands must:

A. Be threatened by present or future conversion to non-forest uses

B. Contain one or more of the following important public values:
1. Scenic resources

Public recreation opportunities

Riparian/hydrologic areas

Fish and wildlife habitat

Known threatened and endangered species

abrwn

DRAFT 3



DRAFT

6. Known cultural/historic areas, and/or
7. Other ecological values

C. Provide opportunities for continuation of traditional forest uses
D. Reflect important regional values

These criteria will be the basis for the amended Assessment of Need and the
inclusion of the Berkshire Plateau FLA.

When drafting the initial Assessment of Need for Massachusetts, the committee
decided to recommend that only a small subset be designated as FLA’s in Phase | and
that additional areas be designated in the future (Archey, 2003; Archey and Scanlon,
2001). Of 16 proposed areas, only five were selected; however, all met the eligibility
criteria. As a relatively new program with “meager funding at the program outset”
(Archey and Scanlon, 2001), the rationale for starting out with a smaller program was
that focused attention in the initial areas would be more effective than a diffuse
dispersion of limited program resources. Geographic equity was also a consideration
in the selection of the five original FLAS.

Over time, the Forest Legacy Program has enjoyed increasing levels of success
and now represents a critical tool for private landowners to prevent their forested
lands from conversion to non-forest uses. As of June, 30, 2003, fifteen Forest Legacy
projects have been successfully completed in Massachusetts, with nearly 3,000 acres
of forestland being protected in perpetuity (Northeastern Area Forest Legacy Program,
2003). With such an impressive record of success and increased Forest Legacy
Program appropriations, Massachusetts is ready to extend the benefits of the program
to additional areas across the state. Since the initial AON, one additional FLA has
been added and an existing FLA has been expanded.

Three of the eligible FLA’s that were identified in the original Assessment of
Need are located within the presently proposed Berkshire Plateau FLA: Westfield
River (Pioneer Valley Planning Commission, sponsor), East Branch of the Westfield
River (Massachusetts Department of Conservation and Recreation (DCR), formerly
Department of Environmental Management (DEM), sponsor) and Kinne Brook Valley
(Hilltown Land Trust, sponsor) suggesting that sound proposals will continue to
demand attention. The proposed Berkshire Plateau FLA also shares part of its
boundary with the already established Connecticut Valley (Western Valley) FLA.

In addition to the attention this area received in the original Assessment of Need,
the impetus for this amendment came from the Massachusetts Chapter of The Nature
Conservancy (the Conservancy), a non-profit conservation organization whose
mission is to preserve the plants, animals and natural communities that represent the
diversity of life on Earth by protecting the land and water they need to survive. The
Conservancy is committed to protecting, restoring and managing biologically
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important lands. The [Massachusetts Chapter has directly protected or] assisted in
the protection of more than 15,000 acres in the Commonwealth during the last 35
years. (Barbour et al).

As will be further elaborated in the “Summary of the Analysis Used to Identify the
FLA” section (pg. 9), The Nature Conservancy, in conjunction with neighboring
states and many partners, engaged in a scientific planning process through which
several “matrix forest” blocks were identified within the Berkshire Plateau. Briefly,
matrix forests are those forests that are sufficiently expansive to support dynamic
ecological processes and to sustain habitat for obligate interior species. Such forests
are said to be “matrix-forming” because they provide the underlying architecture upon
which a diversity of species and natural communities rely, and under whose umbrella
these biological resources can further specialize and adapt to their local environments.

Given the substantial acreage of existing state and federal land ownerships on the
Berkshire Plateau, designation of a FLA may be viewed as highly conducive to future
protection of habitat over extensive areas.

I11. Eligibility Criteria
A. Federal criteria (USDA Forest Service, 2003)

To be eligible for the Forest Legacy Program, the proposed area must
meet the following national criterion: Be an environmentally important forest
area that is threatened by conversion to non-forest uses.

Individual states are responsible for determining their definition of
“threatened” and the definition of “environmentally important forest areas.”
States define “environmentally important forest areas” by refining the public
values that make up an “environmentally important forest area.”

Environmentally important forest areas shall contain one or more of the
following important public values:

scenic resources;

public recreation opportunities;

riparian areas;

fish and wildlife habitat;

known threatened and endangered species;

known cultural resources;

other ecological values, and/or

provide opportunities for continuation of traditional forest uses.

B. State Criteria (Archey, 1993)
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As mentioned above, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts elaborated the
eligibility criteria to also include that an area must:

Reflect important regional values.

State and federal requirements were otherwise identical. An explanation
of how each eligibility criteria may be used as an evaluation factor follows.

C. Evaluation Factors

The nominator of a proposed FLA may describe the proposed FLA
information utilizing these evaluation factors and provide a persuasive argument
for the nominated area. This list is provided as a guideline for nominations, and
the essential items are repeated in checklist form in Appendix B.

1. Threat by conversion to non-forest uses

There are various kinds and degrees of threat to valuable forested
areas: encroaching housing development, improved town roads, sewer line
and power line extensions into undeveloped areas, and fragmentation of
land ownership into smaller, less manageable parcels. In determining the
threat to tracts, factors to consider include the following:

Area is in danger of conversion to non-forest use within five years.
Area may remain wooded, but will become further fragmented.
Area is currently on the open market/listed by realtors.

Loss of one tract would open the area to further development.
Area is remote, but vulnerable; example: able to pass a percolation
test, and frontage on town road.

Area is not under Chapter 61 or other forest management program.
g. Area may remain wooded but is in danger of being over-harvested.

®oo0 oW
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2. Contains one or more important values:
a. Scenic resources

The scenic aspects of a natural resource area may often be
subjective, but there are several means of measuring the special qualities
that make a given area stand out. The criteria set out in DEM’s Scenic
Landscape Inventory and the Massachusetts Scenic Roads Act provide a
means of citing scenic qualities. In identifying scenic amenities of a FLA,
these factors must be considered:
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e Areais listed in DEM’s 1985 Massachusetts Landscape Inventory as
“Distinctive” or “Noteworthy” or meets the criteria for such
designation.

e Areaincludes locally important panoramic views and/or exceptional
short views.

e Areais situated along a designated scenic road.

b. Public recreation opportunities

Recreational use (especially public access) of a proposed FLA is an

important component to be weighed. Documents such as the
Massachusetts Statewide Comprehensive Recreation Plan (SCORP) will
provide the proponent of a FLA needed information on the relative
importance of the following factors:

e Water-based recreation is present — boating, swimming, fishing,
rafting, canoeing.

e Trail-based and/or day use recreational opportunities exist — hiking,
picnicking, horseback riding, ice skating, cross-country skiing.

o Natural resource recreational activities are available — camping,
hunting, nature touring, etc.

e Adjacent land is protected (note acreage).

c. Riparian areas

In an urbanizing state such as Massachusetts, one of the most
important forest “products” is water. Proper management of forestlands
through establishment of a FLA can increase the quality and quantity of
water for the residents of the Commonwealth. Factors to be included in
determining the value of riparian areas are:

e Area is situated on a major river or stream recognized by the
Massachusetts DEM Scenic Rivers Inventories or Massachusetts
Department of Fish and Game (DFG), formerly the Department of
Fisheries, Wildlife & Environmental Law Enforcement (DFWELE),
Adopt-a-Stream programs, or meets the criteria for inclusion in such
inventory.

e Area has extensive (over 300’) river or wetland shoreline.

e Area includes floodplain and natural valley storage components
(according to USGS Atlas; FEMA flood hazard maps)

e Area contains a minimum 80’ strip of native trees and shrubs as a

natural buffer and sediment filter, per USFS guidelines outlined in

Riparian Forest Buffers (Welsch, 1991).

Area contributes to public or private drinking water supply (surface

water supplies, well fields (DEP Zone 2).

7



DRAFT

DRAFT

e Area contains important wetlands, especially isolated wetlands and/or
vernal pools.

e Areas highlighted under BASINS, an EPA water resources evaluation
program.

d. Fish and wildlife habitat

Preventing the fragmentation of forest tracts into smaller units is
crucial to maintaining viable populations of particular wildlife species.
Factors to be considered:

e Area contains outstanding habitat, as evaluated per Massachusetts
Division of Fisheries & Wildlife guidelines, and other ecologically
recognized criteria for one or more species that include:

= Forest interior nesting birds

= Significant populations of resident species

= Neo-tropical migrant species

= Areas for resting and feeding of migratory species

= Forest-inhabiting mammals, reptiles, amphibians and
invertebrates.

e Connective habitats, corridors, habitat linkages and areas that reduce
biological isolation.

e Known rare, threatened and endangered species.

As urbanization and fragmentation of forestlands continue, the
need to give special attention to threatened species of fish, wildlife and
plants increases. Areas nominated for the Forest Legacy Program should
be inventoried for such natural habitats that may contain imperiled species,
considering the following: area contains plant or animal species on
Massachusetts State list as Endangered, Threatened or of Special Concern
(consult Massachusetts Natural Heritage and Endangered Species
Program, Massachusetts Division of Fisheries & Wildlife, or federally-
listed species).

e. Known cultural resources

Obtain material evidence of the earlier human occupation in
Massachusetts comprising a unique and irreplaceable resource, including
historic features and vernacular landscapes. Factors to consider:

e Area contains recorded archeological site; e.g. burial, midden, fire pit,
or artifacts of Contact, Woodland or Archaic periods.

e Areaincludes historic features; e.g. charcoal kilns, church or village
sites, cellar holes, battle sites, historic roads, paths or lookouts.
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f. Productive soils

Of the 3.2 million acres of forests in Massachusetts, nearly 67% are
classified as “prime”, based on the productive soils upon which they grow.
This classification system is useful in determining the importance of
individual tracts within a FLA:

e Area contains soils of “Prime”, “State” or “Local significance” for
agriculture.

e Area contains soils of “Prime”, “State” or “Local significance” for
forestry.

g. Other ecological values

In addition to the characteristics already outlined, an area may
exhibit additional or exceptional conditions that are important and add to
the quality of the nominated FLA, such as:

e Area supports a mix of ecological communities (biodiversity).

e Area includes ecological communities that are dwindling in
Massachusetts, such as vernal pools, mature riparian floodplain forest,
and pine barrens.

e Area contains old growth forest (natural area).

e Area provides watershed/water supply protection.

3. Provide opportunities for continuation of traditional forest uses

Maintaining traditional forest uses is important in a FLA in that it permits
owners to remain on the land without requiring high-cost services (schools, street
clearing and repair) by the town. Some of the values generally associated with
forest preservation include: water quality, climate moderation and air quality,
biological diversity, landscape character, recreation, and forest products. Factors
which reinforce these values include:

a. Area will remain available for sugarbush operation, cordwood or timber
management under a Stewardship Plan.

b. Area will continue to serve watershed and water filtration role.

c. Area will continue to provide outdoor recreation opportunities.

4. Reflect important regional values
Through careful selection, FLA’s should provide units that have regional,

not just local significance. The features and functions of these units should
include:

DRAFT 9



DRAFT

a. Linkages for recreational values, such as trails, especially along river
greenbelts, mountain ridges and parcels which connect existing publicly-
owned lands.

b. Public access to boating and swimming relative to the needs of local
population centers and the effects of projected land use change.

c. Public or private drinking water supply protection (ground or suface
water).

d. Scenic qualities having their basis in the traditional New England natural
and cultural landscape.

IV. Designation Requirements for Forest Legacy Areas
It should be noted that a FLA nomination is a written narrative utilizing

elements as listed below. Other pertinent items may be included, but the points
listed below must be included.

D. Location of each geographic area on a map and a written description of the
proposed Forest Legacy Boundary;

E. Summary of the analysis used to identify the FLA and its consistency with the
Eligibility Criteria;

F. Identification of important environmental values and how they will be
protected and conserved in each FLA,;

G. The conservation goals or objectives in each FLA,

H. List of public benefits that will be derived from establishing each Forest
Legacy Area;

I. Identification of the governmental entity or entities that may hold lands or
interests in lands (State grant option) or may be assigned management
responsibilities for the lands and interests in land enrolled in the program
(Federal option); and

J. Documentation of the public involvement process and analysis of issues
raised.

V. Proposed Forest Legacy Area

A. Location of Proposed FLA Geographic Area and Written Boundary Description
(Appendix A)
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Appendix A contains a series of maps showing the geographic location of
the proposed FLA as well as some of the analysis used in its identification. Figure
1 depicts the high priority matrix forest blocks identified by The Nature
Conservancy in Western Massachusetts. As shown in Figure 2, the proposed FLA
would include five of these matrix forest blocks, which represent extensive
acreage of remote forest in high condition as determined by an assessment of
intactness, forest community structure, composition, and ability to support
ecological processes. Figure 3 was included in the original Forest Legacy Needs
Assessment—Massachusetts (Archey, 1993) and reflects the high percentage of
forest cover in the towns of the Berkshire Plateau, as well as per capita acreage of
forest cover.

Figure 4 is a map of the proposed FLA, comprising approximately 380,000
acres (Sadighi, 2003), showing the proposed boundary as well as the protected
open space and public access within it. Figure 5 shows current land use cover,
which is overwhelmingly forestland. Figure 6 depicts the steep slopes within the
Berkshire Plateau (shown where elevation contours are close together).
Significant water resources are demonstrated in Figures 7 and 8, including streams
(as well as wetlands), public water supplies, reservoirs, and other Outstanding
Resource Waters, which are selected on the basis of socioeconomic, recreational,
ecological, and/or aesthetic values.

Rare, threatened and endangered species habitat locations are not depicted
in map form as the Massachusetts Natural Heritage & Endangered Species
Program, compilers of such data, do not want locations publicly revealed because
of potential habitat damage from specimen collectors or the simply curious.
Biological resources are generally depicted in Figure 9, which shows the
substantial amount of supporting landscape identified through the BioMap
analysis conducted by the Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program
within the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife.

Finally, a text description of the boundary is also included in Appendix A.

B. Summary of the Analysis Used to Identify the FLA and Consistency with Eligibility
Criteria

Summary of Analysis and Narrative of the FLA

The Berkshire Plateau, a highly visible mountainous area, roughly 25 miles
east to west and 25 miles north to south, represents one of Massachusetts’ western
highlands, known for its dense forests, high quality fisheries, scenic valleys, and
prominent mountain ridges.

The Westfield River Watershed area (which is the main constituent of the
Berkshire Plateau) is unique for its integration of intact forest and aquatic
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systems. Four “Matrix Forest” areas, ranging from 20,000 to 100,000 acres,
have been identified and the upper reaches of the watershed offer exceptional
habitat for coldwater fisheries and juvenile Atlantic salmon. The lower reaches
of the main stem provide high quality spawning habitat for three species of
migratory fish (American shad, Blueback herring and Sea lamprey) (Finton,
2003). A fifth matrix forest block was identified to the northeast of the
aforementioned four blocks.

Definition and selection of the matrix forest blocks was a collaborative
process initiated by The Nature Conservancy, but involving many conservation
organizations, government agencies, external scientists, and others from a wide
geographic area. The Massachusetts Chapter, cooperating with [its] neighboring
states and many partners, has been engaged in a scientific planning exercise that
has ranked regional forest resources. Within the Lower New England/Northern
Piedmont ecoregion — an area that stretches from Maryland to Maine and
comprises parts of 12 states, TNC identified several large forest blocks (“matrix
forests”’) on the Berkshire Plateau as being among the highest priorities for
conservation. These blocks represent the highest quality and least fragmented
areas of their kind in the Northeast, and thereby represent biodiversity of global
significance (Finton, 2003).

Matrix forest blocks were identified and prioritized on a basis of size,
condition, and landscape context. While matrix forests must be large enough to
support dynamic ecological processes and withstand stochastic events, not all
matrix forests have necessarily persisted in a high-quality condition. Thus size is
a prerequisite, but improving condition may be a restoration goal for matrix
forests that were identified as top conservation priorities. Taking several factors
into account—including both species requirements and scale of disturbance—the
minimum size for matrix forests was determined to be 15,000 acres.

Intact forests of over 15,000 acres are noted on Figure 1, Appendix A. Matrix
forests coincident with the proposed amendment include: October Mountain
(49,387 acres), Middlefield-Peru (107,421 acres), Otis (20,875 acres), Tekoa
(25,243 acres), and Whately (41,622 acres)—totaling over 240,000 acres (Figure 2,
Appendix A). Interestingly, it should be noted that all other high priority matrix
forests in western Massachusetts are coincident (at least partially) with other
established FLA’s and include: Mt.Washington/Mt. Riga, Northern Taconic,
Warwick/Royalston and Quabbin.

Much of the densest forest cover in Massachusetts is found in this region of
the Commonwealth. A map was included in the original Forest Legacy Needs
Assessment—Massachusetts (Archey, 1993) that demonstrates the importance of
the forest resources of the proposed FLA to Massachusetts (see Figure 3,
Appendix A).
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K. Lombard et al. (2003) state that, The Westfield River Watershed contains
over 200,000 acres of primarily intact and mid-successional forest that provides a
link between the forests of northern New England with those of southern New
England and the mid-Atlantic states to the south. This forest protects high quality
wetlands and riverine systems, and provides opportunities for movement of wide-
ranging species across the landscape as well as high quality breeding habitat for
interior nesting neo-tropical migrants.

Both in designating “matrix forests” and strategizing for optimal management,
A seven-step framework for developing regional plans to conserve biological
diversity, based on principles of conservation biology and ecology, is being used
extensively by The Nature Conservancy to identify priority areas for conservation
(Groves, C.R. et al. 2002).

In 1993, 43 miles of the East, Middle and West branches in the towns of
Becket, Chester, Cummington, Middlefield, and Worthington were designated as
the first National Wild and Scenic River in Massachusetts. Thirty-five additional
miles were proposed by the state and recommended by the National Park Service
for inclusion in the designation in 2002. On the whole, this landscape provides a
critical opportunity to conduct broad-based biodiversity conservation (Finton,
A.D. 2003). The Northeast Region of the National Park Service states, Protection
of land along the riverfront should be seen as the primary goal in managing the
river. The proposed segments should also be reevaluated to determine if they
could be reclassified to Class A waters (National Park Service 2002).

The forest cover is substantial, comprising approximately 85 percent of the
proposed FLA (Sadighi, 2003), including deciduous, evergreen, and mixed forests
as well as forested wetlands. These lands are clothed in northern hardwoods in
the northern tier, consisting of American beech, black and yellow birch, sugar and
red maple, hemlock, and frequent representation of other species such as white
pine, red oak, black cherry, white birch, and northern white ash, blending to a
transitional hardwoods forest consisting in great part of red oak, hickory, maples
and white pine in the southern tier.

Elevation ranges from 185 feet in the lowest valley bottoms to nearly 2,300
feet along the highest points on the ridgeline. Slopes are characteristically steep —
20 to 40 percent, with frequent outcroppings of ledge and bedrock, especially on
the upper slopes and along the ridgetops.

Soils are tills: heterogeneous mixtures of sand, silt and clay, often underlain
by hardpan and bedrock, close to the surface. Consequently, the watershed soils
do not have much soil moisture storage capacity and after storms steep slopes are
typically “flashy”, underscoring the need to keep the landscape in protective forest
cover.
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There are unique terrestrial and aquatic resources in the Berkshire Plateau
including:
1. The highest waterfall in Hampshire County, Glendale Falls, and other
beautiful falls such as Shaker Mill Falls and Center Pond Falls,
2. Unique scenic geologic features such as the Chesterfield Gorge, gorges in
Gardner State Park, on Shaker Brook, and the spectacular Windsor Jambs,
3. And one of the largest wilderness areas remaining in Massachusetts.

Additionally there are animal and plant resources uniquely associated with
these habitats:

1. The state- and federally-listed species previously referred to,

2. Mammals requiring extensive unbroken range including: black bear,

bobcat, fisher, mink, and moose,

3. Neo-tropical migratory songbirds and interior nesting birds,

4. Re-introduced Atlantic salmon, and

5. Timber rattlesnake.

Under the section “Benefits to Protecting and Preserving Open and
Recreational Space,” the draft Westfield River Watershed Open Space and
Recreation Plan (PVPC, 2003) highlights several of the benefits which are
aligned with this proposal and the aims of the Forest Legacy Program:

Open space allows for the attentive management of the watershed, which
is essential to ensure we have clean water, clean air, fish and wildlife
habitat, recreational opportunities, and tranquility and solitude. Resource
management also provides essential products, such as paper, wood, and
agricultural products, and provides direct economic returns to the
region’s communities, landowners, and workers.

Under the section Preservation of Sensitive Environments and Open Space,
the Berkshire County Regional Plan (BRPC, 1999) summarizes strategies which
are in harmony with this proposal:

e Preserve and improve the ecological integrity of important natural
environments and resources: surface water and watersheds, forested areas
critical wildlife and plant habitats, wetlands, prime agricultural soils,
flood prone areas, aquifers and recharge areas, steep slopes, and
mountain tops.

e Maintain and improve the overall water quality and quantity of the
Berkshire’s surface and ground waters.

e Enhance the protection and management of open space in order to provide
wildlife habitat, protect natural resources, provide recreational
opportunities, maintain scenic views, and maintain the character of the
Berkshires.
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Protected open space in the proposed FLA comprises approximately 140,000
acres (Sadighi, 2003) or about 35 percent. Of this acreage, approximately 110,000
acres are permanently protected, representing nearly 30 percent of the total
Berkshire Plateau FLA. These lands are held by a diversity of entities, including
all levels of government (federal, state, and municipal), private non-profit
organizations, and private landowners.

Consistency with Eligibility Factors

The nomination of this FLA is consistent with the eligibility criteria and
evaluation factors that have been stipulated by the federal and state governments.
Identification of environmental values appears in subsequent sections, but the
high degree of threat of conversion is documented here as one of the primary
motivations for this proposal.

Threat of conversion to non-forest uses

Forest lands in the Berkshire Plateau face increasing fragmentation of
large parcels through residential development. Periodically, waves of
development have parcelized the landscape and currently we are seeing
another surge in development of second homes, with particular value
being placed on scenic views available from relatively high elevation
lands. As can be seen in Figure 5 (Appendix A), while the Berkshire
Plateau remains primarily forested, there are significant development
pressures at several points around the periphery. These urban centers are
likely to impinge on the forested landscape of the Berkshire Plateau
without efforts to identify and protect those lands that should remain
forested. Such an encroachment would affect the scenic resource, the
viability of traditional forest uses such as forestry and recreation, and
public values such as large-scale wildlife habitat, public water supply
protection, and overall ecosystem integrity that large intact forest tracts
support. Conversion of land to non-forest uses and increased parcelization
will have induced effects: along with clearing for housing will come sewer
lines in some instances, and septic fields in others. In all instances, roads,
driveways and power lines will further convert the landscape with
deleterious effects on wildlife species having the need for extensive,
unbroken ranges. Access for recreation, especially hiking and hunting,
will be adversely affected and some portion of the landscape will be off-
limits to any public use, through posting.

The urgency regarding land protection on the Berkshire Plateau is
echoed by a number of organizations both in general and specific terms:

DRAFT 15



DRAFT

DRAFT

1. The Natural Heritage & Endangered Species Program of the
Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife observes that, The
relatively large quantity of currently protected open space in the state is
not sufficient to conserve all biodiversity (Barbour et al., 1998).

2. Referring generally to the Berkshire Plateau, H. Barbour et al. (2001) in
Our Irreplaceable Heritage, find that, Proportionately, this ecoregion has
the most Supporting Natural Landscape of all the ecoregions, due to its
many large, unfragmented blocks of forest.

3. The Massachusetts Audubon Society in (Steele, 1999) encourages
organizations to Support initiatives designed to encourage land
acquisitions in Priority Habitats as outlined in The Nature Conservancy
and Massachusetts Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program’s
recent report “Our Irreplaceable Heritage...”

4. Likewise, The Trustees of Reservations echoes the sentiment in the
western highlands when it admonishes land protection efforts to Protect
scenic and ecological values of undeveloped ridgelines and hilltops,
further, Protect all aquifers and surface water supplies that will be needed
for the next hundred years (Wollansak, 2003).

5. The Westfield River System illustrates the remarkable geographic
contrast that makes Massachusetts so unique. While the upper reaches of
its three main branches emanate from steep forested hills and wooded
valleys, the lower sections of the main stem flow through flat farmland and
increasingly urban areas. In terms of fisheries restoration: In April of
1989, thousands of salmon par and fry were stocked in the Westfield as
part of the effort to restore Atlantic salmon which has not lived in the
basin for over 200 years (Bickford and Dymon, 1990).

6. In the original Forest Legacy Needs Assessment — Massachusetts
(Archey, 1993), the need to conserve the land base of the Commonwealth
is articulated: Most forest landowners in Massachusetts retain ownership
of their property for less than ten years and the goals of each successive
landowner often differ. In monetary terms, the development potential of
forest land in Massachusetts almost always exceeds its value for forestry
uses. These factors make preservation of our forests a difficult task.

7. This concern is later echoed in an article in the magazine
Massachusetts Wildlife (Archey and Scanlon, 2001): The Bay State has
lost more than 20,000 acres to development over the past 30 years, and
despite the recent downturn in the economy, this trend continues unabated
today. Accompanying this direct loss of forested habitat and adding to its
environmental impact is a consistent reduction in the average size of the
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forested parcels that remain: average parcel size of forested land has
declined from over 30 acres to under 10 acres over the past three decades.

In summary, approximately 70 percent of the proposed area lacks formal,

permanent protection, leaving much of it vulnerable to development of residences,
utilities and new roadways including a proposed Massachusetts Turnpike exit, and
the induced development which will inevitably follow—including fragmentation
of forested parcels, leading to fragmented habitat, thereby impeding the healthy
functioning of large forest ecosystems and complicating protection efforts.

Within the forest, threats include the spread of non-native weed species that
suppress indigenous plant species, land management practices that do not support
biodiversity and impoundments and water withdrawal practices that impact
passage of both resident and migratory fish. In short, the threat of conversion to
non-forest uses is substantial and the proposed area meets the requirement.

C. ldentification of Important Environmental Values and Means for Conservation

Important Environmental Values

DRAFT

1. Scenic resources

a. The Berkshire Plateau is one of the most highly visible, and largely

undeveloped, forested mountain regions in Massachusetts, with
elevation high points that rise nearly 2,300 feet. This area is
visibly prominent from the Massachusetts Turnpike (1-90), running
east-west in the southerly reaches of the plateau and 1-91 which
runs north-south, just to the east of the plateau, with numerous
state highways that cross the plateau, including Routes 8, 9, 20,
112, and 116.

Development potential, including towers on higher elevations is
substantial, but for the most part as yet unrealized, and posing great
threat to the Berkshire Plateau’s continued undeveloped state.

2. Public recreation resources

a. The Westfield River’s three branches allow outstanding canoeing,

kayaking and cold-water fisheries access and as above, the Forest
Legacy Program can afford the means by which access and
viewshed protection can occur.

Substantial trail systems presently exist for the lower reaches of the

Westfield River (Bristow, 2002) and can benefit substantially both

from the standpoint of protecting the existing trail system and
presenting new opportunities to extend or construct new trail
systems.

17



DRAFT

C.

d.

The Berkshire Plateau has significant acreage that is protected as
open space and accessible to the public (Figure 4, Appendix A).
The Appalachian Trail, a footpath that continues for more than
2,000 miles and traverses 14 states, bisects the western portion of
the Berkshire Plateau.

3. Riparian areas

a.

Public water supply protection is one of the greatest benefits of
retaining land in forest; there are numerous water supply points
within the Berkshire Plateau (Figure 8, Appendix A). Additionally
there are public water supplies outside the proposed FLA that are
dependent on the Berkshire Plateau watershed, with the City of
Springfield as an example.

An extensive network--approximately 1,000 miles (Sadighi,
2003)--of rivers and streams have their origins on the Berkshire
Plateau, draining generally south easterly (see Figure 1, Appendix
A). Even those that do not directly impact public water supply
have profound effects, both quantitatively and qualitatively, on
fisheries and the quality of recreationally used streams, wetlands
and lakes.

The Westfield River System illustrates the remarkable geographic
contrast that makes Massachusetts so unique. While the upper
reaches of its three main branches emanate from steep forested
hills and wooded valleys, the lower sections of the main stem flow
through flat farmland and increasingly urban areas (Bickford and
Dymon, 1990).

Forty-three miles of the East, Middle and West branches of the
Westfield River were designated as the first National Wild and
Scenic River in Massachusetts; 35 additional miles were proposed
by the state and recommended by the National Park Service for
inclusion in the designation in 2002.

Mentioned as a factor in determining the value of riparian areas (p.
5), the Westfield River has been recognized by both the
Massachusetts DEM Scenic Rivers Inventories and Massachusetts
DFWELE Adopt-a-Stream Program.

The Berkshire Plateau comprises a number of significant wetlands,
as shown on Figure 7 (Appendix A).

4. Fish and wildlife habitat

a.
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Though rare, threatened and endangered species habitat will not be
revealed in map form (as discussed above), the Massachusetts
Natural Heritage Atlas: 2000-2001 Edition (Szcezebak et al.,
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1999), shows considerable habitat acreage, especially associated
with riparian zones.

Protection of intact, large-scale habitats is especially important for
wide-ranging species such as black bear and fisher— the kind of
habitat in ample evidence on the Berkshire Plateau.

Neo-tropical migrant songbirds rely on the unbroken western
Massachusetts forested habitats, again the sort of habitat that is
abundant on the Berkshire Plateau.

In terms of fisheries restoration: In April of 1989, thousands of
salmon par and fry were stocked in the Westfield as part of the
effort to restore Atlantic salmon which has not lived in the basin
for over 200 years (Bickford and Dymon, 1990).

5. Cultural resources — Though local libraries have information on

indigenous archaeology, it is fragmented and incomplete. Clearly,
one of the early tasks is to more completely identify these sites

using guidelines in the State Antiquities Act (MGL Ch. 9, § 26-
27C) administered by the Massachusetts Historical Commission.

6. Productive soils

a. Most of the soils fall into the category of Prime Il and 111 for the

production of timber, with a lesser amount in Prime I. These
estimates are taken from Forest Productivity in Massachusetts
(MacConnell et al., 1991). This indicates a productivity range of
85 to 155 cubic feet per acre per year.

. As discussed under water resources, one of the forest’s greatest

values is protection of watershed soils, a function best served by
keeping the land in forest cover. This is particularly crucial on
steep slopes (which can be seen on Figure 6, Appendix A where
the contour lines are close together).

8. Other ecological values — Beyond that which is covered in previous

sections, the case may be made that the Forest Legacy Program
promotes the linkages of public and private lands in a protected
greenway with enormous benefits for large-scale habitat, again
rarely encountered in Massachusetts.

Means of Protecting and Conserving Environmental Values

DRAFT

1. Acquisition of full-fee ownership of land is appropriate for tracts
within the Berkshire Plateau FLA, but acquisition of conservation
easements is preferred, as the purchase dollars go further.
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2. In the case of conservation easements, acquire development rights on
all proposed tracts, especially the rights to subdivide, construct
buildings and control utility right-of-way locations.

3. Timber rights retained by the landowner should be conditioned by
using “Best Management Practices” contained in the Massachusetts
Forestry Best Management Practices Manual (Kittredge and Parker,
1999) for alleviating soil erosion. Timber harvesting is permitted, but
shall be described in a Forest Cutting Plan approved by the appropriate
Massachusetts Bureau of Forestry Service Forester.

4. Acquire access rights on all tracts. Exceptions might be made by the
Forest Legacy Committee prior to negotiations. For example,
municipal watershed protection or rare, threatened or endangered
species habitat protection may represent situations where access would
be reasonably restricted.

5. Abide by the full timber harvesting buffer requirements of the
Massachusetts River Protection Act.

6. Restrict the development of existing or proposed mining; excavation of
mineral, sand and gravel pits should be for the sole use of the
landowner. No commercial development will be allowed.

7. Prohibit the disposal of waste, hazardous material or unregistered
vehicles on the properties. Likewise, any previously disposed waste,
hazardous material or unregistered vehicles shall be removed prior to
negotiations.

8. Prohibit the use of signs and billboards on all properties, except to
state the name and address of the property owner and/or provide Forest
Legacy information including information on boundaries. A “For
Sale” sign would be allowed, as well.

9. Existing dams, water impoundments or similar structures shall be
allowed to remain provided they are consistent with the Massachusetts
Office of Dam Safety, or may be removed. No new dams,
impoundments or similar structures shall be allowed.

10. Prohibitions included are industrial, commercial activities, except
forestry and limiting mining.

D. Conservation Goals of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area

As noted in the introductory section on “Objectives of the Proposed Amendment,”
the designation of this FLA would provide an additional tool to protect the important
public values identified as criteria of the Program. Land protection efforts and other
strategies to safeguard and provide public benefits would be greatly enhanced through the
Forest Legacy Program’s financial and technical assistance in identifying and protecting
important forested tracts. As discussed in the Forest Legacy Needs Assessment —
Massachusetts (Archey, 1993), the future of forest resources relies on several critical
issues: forest fragmentation, availability of timber to the wood products industry, impacts
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on wildlife, sustainable forestry, and conserving the land base. This FLA strives to
address each of these issues, particularly “Conserving the Land Base.”

Through designation, it is the goal of this FLA to protect the identified public
values and to enhance the expansive forest resources of the Berkshire Plateau FLA
through focused land protection efforts as well as forest stewardship and restoration.
First and foremost, the primary goal of the area is to prevent conversion of forested lands
to non-forest uses.

E. List of Public Benefits to be Derived from Establishing the Berkshire Plateau
Forest Legacy Area

Clearly, the proposed Berkshire Plateau Legacy Area meets eligibility

criteria on page 5 and exemplifies the important environmental values, all of
which constitute resources whose protection translates into direct public benefits.
While the environmental benefits were treated more specifically above, a general
discussion of the benefits to society that would be derived from designation of the
Berkshire Plateau FLA follows.

Extraordinary public benefits associated with the protection of the

Berkshire Plateau include:

DRAFT

1. Scenic resources

Extremely visible high elevation lands constitute a viewshed from
both easterly and north-south vantage points. Whether from the standpoint
of the wooded ambiance associated with mountain views for year-round
residents or as a tourist destination, the Berkshire Plateau imparts a
quality-of-life dimension that is extraordinary.

In Quantifying Public Benefits on Private Forestland in
Massachusetts, a report from the Massachusetts Forest Stewardship
Program, Campbell et al. (2000) made the following observations about
statewide scenic resources: Private forestlands cover roughly half of the
Massachusetts landscape. In this sense they are valuable to society for
enhancing the quality of life: they buffer the visual severity of development
and urban sprawl; they muffle sounds of traffic and human activity. Trees
are central to society’s notion of scenic beauty and numerous studies show
that people prefer landscapes with trees.

The Berkshire Regional Planning Commission (BRPC) in its regional
plan (1999) states, Mountain ranges, farm landscapes, lake shorelines,
scenic views and corridors are highly desirable to developers. Towns
have several options for scenic resource protection measures including
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purchasing easements or development rights, designation of scenic roads,
and regulation through zoning and subdivision control regulations. The
Scenic Mountains Act, unique to the Berkshires, is a law designed to
protect prominent ridgelines and mountaintops from development that
could degrade the scenic and environmental qualities (Archey, 1974). See
Appendix C for a description of its provisions. Under this Act, the
Berkshire County towns within the proposed FLA have the authority to
enact local regulations. Note that the base elevations for applicability of
the Scenic Mountains Act vary by watershed:

1.Farmington/Housatonic....... 1,500 feet
2.Westfield........................ 1,600 feet
3.Deerfield..........ccooeeii.. 1,700 feet
A HOOSIC. ..., 1,800 feet

2. Water resources

Perhaps one of the most valuable functions of forested land in
Massachusetts is its ability to capture, store and release water gradually.
Whether releasing water to public water supplies or to streams, wetlands
and other open water bodies, the watershed protection function of intact
forestland is one of the most worthy of safeguarding under the Forest
Legacy Program. Again, Campbell et al. (2000) point out: Given that two-
thirds of the state is covered by forests, and of these, 78 percent are
privately owned (2.4 million acres), it is safe to say that these landowners’
decisions to conserve or convert their forests will greatly influence the
quality of the public drinking water supply. Figure 8 (Appendix A)
depicts some of the Outstanding Resource Waters of the Berkshire
Plateau, including public water supply features.

3. Wildlife habitat

According to Campbell et al. (2000), “Massachusetts is naturally
diverse in plant and animal life, with a total of 2,040 native species, not
including invertebrates (Barbour and others, 1998); roughly 90 percent of
these use our extensive native forest ecosystems for part or all of their life
cycle needs (Swain, personal communication).

Campbell et al. further note, State-listed rare species number 424
and are found in a variety of natural communities (Barbour and others,
1998); roughly one quarter of these occur in forested settings (Swain,
personal communication). Seventy-four percent of known rare species
occurrences are on private lands (Barbour and others, 1998), though
experts don’t have the data to say how many of these are private
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forestlands. However, this estimate points to the important role private
landowners must play in protecting biological diversity in this state. In
the majority of cases protection means not developing land...

Massachusetts Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program
recognizes this in Our Natural Heritage (Barbour et al., 1998): Citizens of
Massachusetts are national leaders in the movement to conserve
biodiversity. The conservation of this great variety of life is a priority for
many, especially those who recognize the many values it offers the
Commonwealth. Residents, conservation organizations, and the
Legislature have protected biodiversity through model legislation, land
acquisition and management and innovative conservation tools.

The BRPC (1999) echoes this more locally: The mountainous forested landscape
is ideal habitat for many large mammals, including black bear, moose, bobcat,
deer, fisher, coyote, and beaver. Other inhabitants of the forested landscape
include small mammals, reptiles, amphibians, game birds, songbirds and insects.
The most important factor in maintaining viable populations of these animals is
protection of their habitat. Maintaining large, unfragmented tracts of forestland
is critical to the promotion and support of these species. Development in forest
areas such as road and house construction, as well as indiscriminate timber
cutting, reduces the quantity and quality of forest habitat.
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High elevation habitats are not widely distributed in the
Commonwealth, thus the species that rely on these habitats are relatively
uncommon as well. That, coupled with the inherent landscape fragility of
such places (thin soils and steep slopes), and their exposure to
meteorological extremes, makes these habitats particularly vulnerable.

4. Forest products

As can be seen in Figure 5, the proposed FLA is predominantly
forested. The forested portion comprises over 85 percent of the Forest
Legacy Area (Sadighi, 2003), including deciduous, evergreen, and mixed
forests as well as forested wetlands. The majority of forestland in
Massachusetts (2,382,500 acres) or 76%, is owned mostly by individuals.
Further, Between 1980 and 1996, the population of Massachusetts
increased by 7%, the number of housing units increased by 16%, and the
amount of developed land increased by 30%, indicating that most
development is residential sprawl, probably into forested areas
(MacConnell et al. 1991).

Forest production carries both public and private benefits. As the

basis of the local wood economy, society benefits through stable jobs for
its citizens, state and local tax revenues, and the ripple effect that occurs
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as earned dollars are spent within the economy. Private benefits accrue
when forest products yield an income to the landowner, though often this
revenue offsets property taxes and other carrying costs of undeveloped
forestland. One might argue that the income is only a private benefit
when it exceeds the carrying costs of the land (Campbell et al., 2000).
One could also argue that all other forest values accrue more often, and to
a greater extent, to the public. Forest management clearly presents
economic opportunities, but often can enhance non-timber values of the
forest as well.

The regional plan for Berkshire County (one of the three counties
partially encompassed in the proposed FLA boundary) recognizes this, In
western Massachusetts, forests contribute significantly to the economy and
environmental quality. While many recognize the necessity of providing
wood products for residential and commercial use, forest management is
rarely seen as an important tool for providing recreation, water and
wildlife opportunities (BRPC, 1999).

Sustainable harvesting practices serve to keep land in working
forests by providing income and a tax offset while compatibly protecting
the forested landscape of the Berkshire Plateau, as fostered by the Forest
Legacy Program.

5. Recreation

Walking, hiking and skiing usually require trails for moving efficiently through
the woods. Massachusetts offers thousands of miles, both on private and public
lands. A conservative estimate from one regional study (National Park Service
and Appalachian Mountain Club, 1991) reports that of 2,522 miles of
Massachusetts trails documented from their survey, 586 miles (23 percent) occur
on private lands. Because of the make-up of our landscape, the majority of these
trail-miles would cross a forested landscape. About half of the trail-miles
crossing these privately owned lands are permanently protected and allow legal
access by the public; the other half permit access through informal verbal,
handshake or license agreements (Evans, personal communication) (Campbell et
al., 2000). Along the Westfield River’s three branches, its tributaries, and other
waterways, there are also numerous opportunities for canoeing, kayaking,
swimming, and fishing at public access sites. The famed Appalachian Trail also
bisects the western portion of the Berkshire Plateau, and provides an excellent
opportunity for hiking.

As mentioned above, there are additional eligibility criteria that this FLA
meets and which also represent a source of public benefits. The threat of
conversion has been clearly demonstrated above, and the public would benefit
from inclusion in the Forest Legacy Program as a means of abating the threat. By
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providing private landowners with a means to protect their property, FLA
designation would help preserve the forested landscape of the Berkshire Plateau.
Further, this area represents an opportunity to continue traditional forest uses and
preserve many associated values, including biological diversity, water quality,
climate moderation, air quality, landscape character, recreation, and forest
products.

Finally, because of the scale of the proposed FLA, most of the
environmental benefits identified are ones that are bestowed on a regional scale.
Additionally, the area emerged as containing some of the best forests in an
assessment that reviewed forest ecosystems across an extensive geographic region
that included parts of 12 states, and as such contains forests of regional
importance.

F. Identification of Governmental Entities that May Hold Lands or Interests in Lands

As listed in Section C, there are myriad means by which the environmental
and public benefits can be protected within the Berkshire Plateau FLA.
Consistent with the state grant option, land or interests in land acquired under the
Forest Legacy Program may be held by any appropriate public entity. Therefore,
eligible entities are limited to units of municipal and state government or the U.S.
Forest Service. Through management agreements the governmental interest
holder may share management responsibility with other partners.

G. Documentation of the Public Involvement Process and Analysis of Issues Raised

Documentation of Public Involvement

There has been substantial outreach regarding this FLA proposal.
Documentation of outreach materials and public response to the nomination can
be seen in Appendix E. A list of the various meetings and other forms of public
information exchange follows.

*On April 8, 2003 Rob Warren of the Massachusetts Chapter of The Nature
Conservancy presented to the Massachusetts Forest Legacy Committee a
preliminary proposal recommending that the Forest Legacy Needs Assessment—
Massachusetts (Archey, 1993) be amended to include the Berkshire Plateau FLA,
of which The Nature Conservancy would be sponsor. The Committee encouraged
an expansion that would link the Yokun Ridge FLA to the west with the
Connecticut Valley “Western Valley” FLA to the east and also recommended an
expansion to the north. In communicating with other constituents in the Berkshire
Plateau, however, it was found preferable to not connect the proposed FLA to the
existing Yokun Ridge FLA. Furthermore, in additional conversations with
administrators of the Forest Legacy Program, it was determined that an
amendment would be preferable to an expansion (even though the proposed
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Berkshire Plateau FLA partially shares a border with the Connecticut Valley
(Western Valley) FLA). The Massachusetts Forest Legacy Committee’s
recommendation to expand the area northward was incorporated in a revised FLA
boundary.

* On May 1, 2003 the proposal was presented and discussed at a public meeting
of the Westfield River Wild and Scenic Advisory Committee. Attendees of this
meeting represented a variety of conservation interests, including local land trusts,
state-wide land trusts, the National Park Service, planning commissions, and the
public at large (see agenda attached in Appendix E). The attendees expressed
enthusiasm for the proposal and cited the advantages of securing additional
funding to protect the important forest resources of the region. No specific
suggestions for modification to the proposal were made.

* On May 2, 2003 letters were sent to the Boards of Selectmen and Conservation
Commissions in each of the 33 towns that are entirely or partially within the
proposed FLA (see mailing list in Appendix E). The purpose of this letter was to
inform town officials of the Forest Legacy Program in general and this proposal
more specifically, and to open dialogue regarding the details therein. Included
within the letter was contact information for Warren Archey and Rob Warren; to
date no suggestions for modifying the proposal have been made, although there
have been a number of conversations to respond to questions and to clarify the
program and this proposal.

* Also on May 2, 2003 letters were sent to a number of organizations and
agencies with an interest in the Berkshire Plateau region. The purpose of this
letter was again to inform these groups about the Forest Legacy program as well
as this particular proposal to nominate the Berkshire Plateau as a FLA. Many
have provided letters of support for this nomination.

* The offices of Congressman Olver, Senator Kennedy, and Senator Kerry were
each briefed on the proposal to amend the Massachusetts Needs Assessment.
Senator Kerry and Congressman Olver pledged letters of support, which have
since been received and incorporated in the amendment.

* During the weeks of May 5 and 12, 2003 in a series of meetings Rob Warren
and Frank Lowenstein of The Nature Conservancy met with individuals from the
following groups and discussed the proposal: consulting foresters,
environmentally active citizens, state foresters, land trusts, and a forest
landowners cooperative. All voiced support for the proposal.

* On May 29, 2003 a draft amendment to the Forest Legacy Assessment of
Need—Massachusetts was submitted for review and comment to the
Massachusetts Forest Legacy Committee and to the Forest Legacy Program
Manager for the Northeast region, Deirdre Raimo. Ms. Raimo responded with

DRAFT 26



DRAFT

comments regarding the proposal on July 15, 2003; the Amendment document
was edited per her suggestions.

* OnJuly 16, 2003 Tim Abbott of The Nature Conservancy presented
information about the Forest Legacy Program and the Berkshire Plateau FLA
proposal to the Town of Lenox Board of Selectmen, a body that later submitted a
letter of support.

* In July & August, 2003, various media outlets were contacted and articles
appeared in or aired on the following sources:

Berkshire Advocate — South

Berkshire Eagle

Boston Globe

Conservation Across the Commonwealth (TNC’s newsletter)

Daily Hampshire Gazette

Highland Happenings (TTOR’s Highland Community Initiative
newsletter)

NPR News

New England Cable News

Sentinel and Enterprise

Springfield Republican

A Ok ok % %

* %k ok %

In addition to containing information about the Forest Legacy Program and
Nomination, some of the media coverage also announced and summarized public
meetings at which the proposal would be discussed.

* A final draft of the Berkshire Plateau FLA Amendment document was
submitted to Mike Fleming, Massachusetts Forest Legacy Coordinator on October
9, 2003 for distribution to the Massachusetts Forest Legacy Committee.

Analysis of Issues Raised

Through an extensive outreach process, few issues have emerged. As
mentioned above, an initial question that surfaced was whether the Berkshire
Plateau FLA should be treated as an amendment or an expansion. If treated as an
expansion, there was further consideration of whether the FLA would expand one
existing FLA or perhaps connect the Yokun Ridge FLA and the Connecticut
Valley “Western Valley” FLA. Through subsequent conversations with the Forest
Legacy sponsor of the existing area; Deirdre Raimo, the Northeastern Area Forest
Legacy Program Coordinator; and Rick Cooksey, National Director of the Forest
Legacy Program; it was determined that an Amendment would be the most
appropriate type of proposal to submit on behalf of the Berkshire Plateau FLA.
Primary reasons included that this FLA’s goals may be slightly different from
either of the established areas, as would the sponsor. In addition, the descriptions
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of the other FLAS do not adequately characterize the outstanding resources of the
Berkshire Plateau FLA.

Initially, maps were created that depicted boundary options for an area that
was slightly restricted in scope versus a more expanded version. Both the
Massachusetts Forest Legacy Committee and the Westfield River Wild and Scenic
Advisory Committee preferred that the FLA boundary be more inclusive. Their
recommendations were incorporated. General consensus allowed the boundary to
be drawn early in the process and was drawn in a way that merged the technical
requirements of the Forest Legacy Program with the ecological analysis of The
Nature Conservancy and input from others.

There has been substantial public support and interest in participating in
the program. To date, letters of support have been received from twelve towns
(submitted by their Boards of Selectmen, Conservation Commissions, or both),
eight conservation and forestry organizations, and four agencies or elected
officials (Appendix D). Many others have verbally or in informal correspondence
expressed enthusiasm for the proposal. Upon learning of efforts to designate this
FLA, several individuals have inquired about the program and how they might get
involved.

Media coverage of the Berkshire Plateau nomination has been widespread,
including several outlets with large circulation as well as Internet postings. For
example, an article appeared in the Boston Sunday Globe, which has a circulation
of approximately 700,000.

The only criticism that the proposal received from the media was an
editorial published in a regional periodical that serves part of the Berkshire
Plateau (Berkshire Eagle). The editorial demonstrated confusion about what the
program does and how it relates to designation of a National Forest. Two
response letters were published that clarified the program and its benefits,
including one jointly signed by The Nature Conservancy and Berkshire Natural
Resources Council, sponsor of the Yokun Ridge and Taconic Range FLAS
(Appendix D).
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VIl. Appendices
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A. Berkshire Plateau Range Legacy Area maps and Boundary Description

Figure 1 — Massachusetts Matrix Forest Blocks

Figure 2 — Proposed FLA Boundary with Matrix Forest Blocks
Figure 3 — Forest Density by Town (Archey, 1993)

Figure 4 — Protected Open Space/Public Access

Figure 5 — Forest Cover and Land Use

Figure 6 — Elevation Contours

Figure 7 — Wetlands

Figure 8 — Outstanding Resource Waters and Public Water Supply
Figure 9 — BioMap Data

Boundary Description

B. Forest Legacy Tract Evaluation Checklist

C. BNRC Newsletter — Scenic Mountains Act

D. Letters of Support

« Senator John Kerry

« Congressman John Olver

. Board of Selectmen, Town of Ashfield

- Board of Selectmen, Town of Cummington

. Board of Selectmen, Town of Dalton

. Board of Selectmen, Town of Deerfield

. Board of Selectmen, Town of Lenox

- Board of Selectmen, Town of Whately

. Board of Selectmen and Conservation Commission,
Town of Williamsburg

. Conservation Commission, Town of Blandford

« Conservation Commission, Town of Huntington

« Conservation Commission, Town of Lanesborough

« Conservation Commission, Town of Savoy

« Conservation Commission, Town of Worthington

« The Hilltown Land Trust

« Massachusetts Department of Fisheries, Wildlife, and
Environmental Law Enforcement

« Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife

. Massachusetts Executive Office of Environmental Affairs
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« Massachusetts Forest Stewardship Program

« Massachusetts Woodlands Cooperative

« New England Forestry Foundation

« Pioneer Valley Planning Commission

« The Nature Conservancy

« The Trustees of Reservations

« Westfield River Watershed Association

« Westfield River Wild & Scenic Advisory Committee

E. Public Involvement Process Documentation

« MA Forest Legacy Committee—minutes from April 8, 2003
meeting in which amendment was presented and approved

« Agenda from May 1, 2003 Westfield River Wild and Scenic
Advisory Committee meeting

« Agenda from May 16, 2003 Town of Lenox Board of Selectmen
« Media Coverage—Announcements and Feature Articles

« Public Outreach Materials

« Sample Informational Letter

« Mailing List of Conservation and Forestry Interests

« Mailing List of Boards of Selectmen and Conservation
Commissions of Towns within the Proposed Forest Legacy Area
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Percent of Town Forested
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Figure 3.
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BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION: BERKSHIRE PLATEAU FOREST LEGACY AREA

Beginning in the Town of Hinsdale at the intersection of Route 8 and Route 143 on Route
8,

Thence northerly on Route 8, crossing into the Town of Dalton, to Orchard Road, a
distance of 2.92 miles,

Thence northerly on Orchard Road to Route 8-A/9, a distance of .7 miles,

Thence westerly on Route 8-A/9 to Tower Road, a distance of .66 miles,

Thence northerly on Tower Road to Raymond Road, a distance of .07 miles,

Thence westerly on Raymond Road to Pleasant Street, a distance of .15 miles,

Thence southerly on Pleasant Street to Florence Street, a distance of .09 miles,

Thence westerly on Florence Street to Prospect Street, a distance of .10 miles,

Thence southerly on Prospect Street to Deming Street Extension, a distance of .06 miles,
Thence easterly on Deming Street Extension to Pleasant Street, a distance of .10 miles,
Thence southerly on Pleasant Street to High Street, a distance of .39 miles,

Thence westerly on High Street, passing through the Town of Pittsfield and continuing
into the Town of Lanesborough, to Gulf Road, a distance of .72 miles,

Thence westerly on Gulf Road to Route 8, a distance of 1.81 miles,

Thence northerly on Route 8, crossing into the Town of Cheshire, to Church Street, a
distance of 5.50 miles,

Thence easterly on Church Street to East Main Street, a distance of miles .57,

Thence easterly on East Main Street to Windsor Road, a distance of .69 miles,

Thence easterly on Windsor Road to Sand Road, a distance of 2.61 miles,

Thence northerly on Sand Road to Fales Road, a distance of .12 miles,

Thence northerly on Fales Road to Route 116, a distance of miles 1.05 miles,

Thence easterly on Route 116, crossing through the Towns of Savoy and Plainfield, and
into the Town of Ashfield, to its junction with Route 112, a distance of 18.31 miles,
Thence northerly on Route 112/116 to its fork with Route 116, a distance of 2.12miles,
Ashfield, and Conway and into the Town of Deerfield

Thence easterly on Route 116, crossing through the Town of Conway and into the Town
of Deerfield, to Interstate 91, a distance of 13.05 miles,

Thence southerly on Interstate 91, crossing into the Town of Whately, to Route 5, a
distance of miles,

Thence southerly on Route 5 to Swamp Road, a distance of 1.20 miles,

Thence southerly on Swamp Road to Chestnut Plain Road, a distance of .63 miles,
Thence southerly on Chestnut Plain Road to Dickinson Hill Road, a distance of .36 miles,
Thence westerly on Dickinson Hill Road to Masterson Road, a distance of .79 miles,
Thence southerly on Masterson Road to Haydenville Road, a distance of .91 miles,
Thence southerly on Haydenville Road to the Whately-Williamsburg town line at
Mountain Road, a distance of 1.80 miles,

Thence southerly on Mountain Road, along the shared border with the Holyoke Range
Forest Legacy Area, to Mountain Street, a distance of .80 miles,

Thence southerly on Mountain Street to Hatfield Road, a distance of 1.94 miles,
Thence westerly on Hatfield Road to Route 9, a distance of .52 miles,
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Thence westerly on Route 9 to South Street, a distance of 1.68 miles,

Thence southerly on South Street to the Williamsburg-Northampton town line at
Audubon Road, a distance of 2.12 miles,

Thence southerly on Audubon Road to Kennedy Road, a distance of .26 miles,

Thence southerly on Kennedy Road to Chesterfield Road, a distance of 1.7 miles,
Thence westerly on Chesterfield Road to Montague Road, a distance of .67 miles,
Thence southerly on Montague Road, crossing into the Town of Westhampton, to North
Road, a distance of 1.29 miles,

Thence southerly on North Road to South Road, a distance of 1.78 miles,

Thence southerly on South Road to Route 66, a distance of 1.36 miles,

Thence westerly on Route 66 to Edwards Road, a distance of .20 miles,

Thence southerly on Edwards Road to Laurel Hill Road, a distance of 1.09 miles,
Thence easterly on Laurel Hill Road to Southampton Road, a distance of 1.26 miles,
Thence southerly on Southampton Road to the Westhampton-Southampton town line and
Cold Spring Road, a distance of .18 miles,

Thence southerly on Cold Spring Road to Rattle Hill Road, a distance of .72 miles,
Thence southerly on Rattle Hill Road to Wolcott Road, a distance of .92 miles,

Thence easterly on Wolcott Road to Pomeroy Meadow Road, a distance of .29 miles,
Thence southerly on Pomeroy Meadow Road to Route 10/College Highway, a distance of
.54 miles,

Thence southerly on Route 10/College Highway to High Street, a distance of .16 miles,
Thence southerly on High Street to Fomer Road, a distance of 1.23 miles,

Thence westerly on Fomer Road to Russellville Road, a distance of .37 miles,

Thence southerly on Russellville Road, crossing into the Town of Westfield, to
Montgomery Road, a distance of 3.52 miles,

Thence southerly on Montgomery Road to West Road, a distance of .92 miles,

Thence southerly on West Road to Interstate 90, a distance of 1.35 miles,

Thence westerly on Interstate 90, crossing into the Town of Russell, to Route 20, a
distance of 1.18 miles,

Thence westerly on Route 20 to Interstate 90, a distance of .51 miles,

Thence westerly on Interstate 90 to Route 23, a distance of 1.57 miles,

Thence westerly on Route 23, crossing through the Town of Blandford and into the Town
of Otis, to Route 8, a distance of 13.92 miles,

Thence northerly on Route 8, crossing into the Town of Becket to Route 20, a distance of
5.73 miles,

Thence westerly on Route 20 to Interstate 90, a distance of 3.80 miles,

Thence westerly on Interstate 90, crossing into the Town of Lee, to Maple Street, a
distance of 1.95 miles,

Thence westerly on Maple Street to East Street, a distance of .36 miles,

Thence northerly on East Street to Bradley Street, a distance of 1.73 miles,

Thence northerly on Bradley Street to Woodland Road, a distance of .36 miles,

Thence northerly on Woodland Road to the Lee-Lenox town line at October Mountain
Road, a distance of 2.87 miles,

Thence northerly on October Mountain Road, crossing into Pittsfield to New Lenox
Road, a distance of 1.86 miles,
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Thence northerly on New Lenox Road to William Street, a distance of 2.96 miles,
Thence easterly on William Street to Division Road, a distance of 1.47 miles,
Thence northerly on Division Road, along the Pittsfield-Dalton town line, to Pleasant
View Drive, a distance of 1.40 miles,

Thence easterly on Pleasant View Drive to Gertrude Road, a distance of .18 miles,
Thence northerly on Gertrude Road to Greenridge Drive, a distance of .10 miles,
Thence easterly on Greenridge Drive to Edgemere Road, a distance of .07 miles,
Thence northerly on Edgemere Road to South Street, a distance of .13 miles,
Thence northerly on South Street to Grange Hall Road, a distance of .69 miles,
Thence easterly on Grange Hall Road to Robinson Road, a distance of 1.52 miles,
Thence easterly on Robinson Road to Curtis Street, a distance of 1.66 miles,
Thence easterly on Curtis Street to Main Street, a distance of .29 miles,

Thence southerly on Main Street to Maple Street, a distance of .06 miles,

Thence easterly on Maple Street to Route 8, a distance of .09 miles,

Thence northerly on Route 8 to the point of beginning, a distance of 2.91 miles.
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Massachusetts Forest Legacy Area Evaluation Checklist

Arca:
Location: Acres:
I. THREATENED BY CONVERSION TO NON-FOREST parcels entire
a. Type of threat # 2 3 Legacvarea
danger of conversion in [ess than 5 years

wooded, but become further fragmented
mmdzmt-gamaudb!mdm

ity of 1+ sites now will stem further

remote, but frontage on town road w/good perc. rate

not under Ch. 61 or other forest use provisions

wooded, but danger of high-grading

other

b. Factors

owned by willing seller(s)

SUBTOTAL

SUBTOTAL|

use recr: ) x-¢ ski

SUBTOTAL

C. resources

on major river/stream in DEM inventory or DFWELE Adopt-sa-Stream

extensive (over 300°) river shoreiine

flood plain/ natural storage/recharge)

80" min. of trees/shrubs as natural buffer & sediment filter

contributes to drinkin; g Water supply

wetlands

SUBTOTAL

d. Fish and wildlife habitat

outstanding habitat for one or more spp. that include:

ignif, ions of resident
el mi =
ing/feeding areas for mi 5
forest inhabiting mamms. /| / ibs. /inverts,
connective habitats: corridors/linkages/reduces biological isolation
SUBTOTAL
B-2
DRAFT 47




DRAFT

¢. Known threatened and endangered species

[

par:';lx

2 43

plant/animal spp. ca MA stats list as E.T or SpecialConcern

federally listed phn/anuml PP

ive rs/linkages/reduces 180!

SUBTOTAL

J. Known cultural resources

recorded archeological sits
e

SUBTOTAL
g. Productive soils (US-SCS Techn. Guide)
productive agricultural soils
productive forest soils
SUBTOTAL
h. /physio;
unque ge, etc,
muneral
SUBTOTAL
1. Other ecological values

Mﬂsawqhsofmbpdmua(&o-dvm)

wncludes contracting area of ecological communities

has old-growth forest

provides immediate watershed/water supply protection
AL

3. PROVIDE FOR TRADITIONAL FOREST USES

continued sugarbush/cordwd/timber mgmt. under Stewardship Plan

continued watershed/water filtration role

continued outdoor recr. mon

SUBTOTAL

4. REGIONAL VALUES

linkages for recr., especially connecting public lands

public access to boating/swimmng

public/pnvate dnnking water supply protection

SUBTOTAL

5. OTHER PROGRAM CONSIDERATIONS

public visibility

public support

first year cost

five year cost

parcels #1-#2-#3

lead organization's ability to deliver

GRAND TOTAL

B-3
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COMMUNITY RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT

A MASSACHUSETTS

A5 ET 3R M T A G B

DEDICATED TO IMPROVING THE ECONOMIC, ENVIRONMENTAL,
NATURAL AND HUMAN RESQURCES IN MASSACHUSETTS COMMUNITIES.

Decembar, 1974 Number 4

LANDMARK LEGISLATION — The Scenic Mountains Act

Warren E. Archey*

INTRODUCTION

The environmental protection of mountain regions, a
long-overiooked part of the effort to preserve sensitive nat-
ural areas, is beginning to get the atention it deserves from
the nation's lawmakers.

A milestone in this endcavor is Massachusetts® Berkshire
Seenic Mountains Act of 1974. Going beyond land-use con-
trols for mountzins enacted by Palo Alto, California and
Salt Lake City, Utah, the Massachusetts law is the first state
legislation which takes into consideration the entire spectrum
of interests served by regulating development in mountainous

areas. /

The act is directed toward sevcral purposes, including the
prévention of pollution and crosion and the preservation of
natural scenic qualities. Specifically, the act, which was
signed by Governor Francis Sargent on August 14, 1974,
enables towns and citics in Berkshire County to designate
mountain regions and adopt regilations for those regions
in order L0 “‘protect watershed rcsources and preserve the
scenic qualities of the environment.”

Berkshire County legislators filed the original bill and, in
its final form, it received the¢ir unanimous support, The
law leaves to local governments the critical decision-making
power. For instance, in deciding which areas to designate
as protected mountain regions, they may take into consider-
ation soil characteristics, clevation and slope.

The mountains affecred by the legislation, the Berkshires,
were created by natural forces 350 to 400 million years
ago. Glaciation, occurring 10,000 to 12,000 years g0, gave
them their contemporary shape. Man is new on the scene,
geologically speaking, and even newer is his appreciation of
mountain re¢sources. This farsighted legislation, with percep-

*Regional Community Resource Development Specialist
Berkshire County Extension Sepvice
Pinsfield, Massachusens

tive and diligent implementation by local communitics. can
preserve this fragile landscape for future generations,
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William H. Xague. Berkshire Eagle. Pittsfield, Massachuserts

THE ACT

This act, while restricted now to Berkshire County, has
statewide, indeed national, implications for the future,

The law's origin gocs back to late 1973 when the Berk-
shire Natural Resources Council (BNRC) hired an attor-
ncy, Natalic West, to draft legislation designed to protect
Berkshire mountain regions. The exccutive director of the
BNRC, George S, Wislocki, underscored the urgency of
this undertaking at that time: “Mountain regions arc critical
1o the overall fabric of life in this county. Wherever you
look, there are mountains. But unless measures arc taken,
they will be cxploited, particularly by second-home devel-
opment,”

Very simply, the act enables Berkshire County cities and
towns to delineate their own mountain regions amd then
exercise control over their development. Development within
these regions must be reviewed by a town's conservation
commission at a public hearing. The commission can then
place conditions on devclopment in line with the wording
of the law, to “ ... protect watershed resources and preserve
the scepic qualities of the mountain regions.™

Essential to the process of drafting legislation was an
open meeting in early 1974 designed to measure public
response to the provisions of the act. This meeting, co-
sponsored by the BNRC and the Cooperative Extension
Service, and held in Piusficld, led to the redrafting of the
legislation. In the words of Mr. Wislocki, the meeting
“...was an exemplary exercise in participatory planning.”
More than 120 persons, many of them representatives of
Berkshire County conscrvation commissions, were especially
eager to see how the act could affect their individual towns.

. The BNRC engineers, Robert G. Brown and Associates
of Lee, Massachusetts, provided a map which showed those
areas likely 10 be affected by the law. Since the act was
designed to protect mountaintops, the rationale used was to
determine the avernge elevation of towns within the six
watersheds in the county, then to determine the “base ele-
vation™ above mean sca level for each of the watersheds.

These were as follows: s
Farmington River Watershed — 1500 feet

Housatonic 2 " — 1500 feet
Westficld 2 ” — 1600 fcer
Deerfield 4 (. — 1700 feet
Hudson ”. & — 1700 feer
Hoosic s 22 — 1800 feet

A map depicting mountain regions based on the base
clevations criteria is shown in Figure 1.

In many towns theie base elevations were felt to be real-
istic by those attending the meeting, but in others, especially
those in the eastern platcau arez of the county, a literal ap-
plication of the base efevations was found to encompass
very large percentage of the town's area. The act, by desigr
accommodates this problem by allowing a town flexibility in
determining mountain region boundarics. The act states, “If
the hearing authority (generally the conservation commis-
sion) determines that the regulations of certain areas which
have elevations lower than the base elevation is necessary
to accomplish the purposes of this section, the hearxing au-
thority may include those areas in the proposed mountain
regions. If thc hearing authority finds that regulation of
certain arcas above the base elevatiorn would not accomplish
the purposes of this section, the hearing authority may ex-
cmpt those areas from the proposed mountain regions.™

The base elevation provision in the act was the source
of most of the cont:ntion at the meeting. This provision
was changed to defuse the con'ention, but the base clevations
are still retained in the act to give towns a framework ref-
erence or a siarting point upon which to make refinements.

In April, 1974, the Joint Legislative Committee on Nat-
ural Resources and Agriculture held a hearing on the sceqie
mountains legislation. Mr. Frederick G. Crane, Jr., chairman
of the BNRC and a2 member of the Commonwealth's Board
of Natural Resources, made a persyasive case in support of
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the bill. The following are excerpts from his statement, which
stressed the need for protection of the mountains and out-
lined major provisions of the act:

“Let me begin by quoting a recent editorial from a
Berkshire newspaper:

“The Scenic Mountain Act for Berkshire County is a
concept that probably should have been conceived years ago,
In recent years we have witnessed the ruin of our lakes by
enthusiastic, greedy speculators. There is no reason why we
should sit back and warwch our mountain tops meet with 3
similar fate. (Editorial from The Berkshire Courier, January
10, 1974) !

-V

}? CHESHIRE

MIn past years, most of rthe development in Berkshire -
County has taken place zlong the valley floors, Mountains
have been inaccessible. Rocky soils and steep slopes make
it difficult to build or grow anything in mountain rcgions.
However, in recent years advances in building techniques
have made it possible to perch a home high on a mountain
slope, giving the homeowner a sweeping view of the valleys
below. As lakeshore frontage is consumed by residential dc-
velopment, demand for sccond home sites will focus on
highland areas. Industrial and residential expansion in the
valleys is not possible without additional power, and the
shortest path between two points often takes a utility power-
line over a mountain. Radio towers and other communi-
cations apparatus threaten to clutter the Berkshire skyline.

T g a———

“Activities which disturb the natural characteristics of
mountainsides and mountaintops irreversibly change these
environmentally sensitive arcas. Excavation, construction,
clearipg and fill are visible for many miles. Destruction of
the natural ground cover-can result in severe erosion. Alter-
auon of mountainsides increases the possibility of uncon-
trolled runoff. Steep, rocky slopes impede adequate sewage
disposal, Aquifer recharge areas. are usually located at ele-
vations hi than the valley floors, and can be polluted
by mountainside development.

"At present, most of the Berkshire mountainsides and
mountaintops remain unspoiled and it’s ¢asy to enjoy our
natural surroundings without considering the need to protect
them. However, preserving the natural scenic qualitics of
the mountains requires carcful evaluation of activities which
would alter those regions. That old aphorism that cautions
against putting off until tomorrow what you can do twoday
has particular significance for the Berkshires: If we don't
act to preserve our mountaintops today, we wop’t be able
to act tomorrow. The scenic mountains bill provides a frame-
work for immediate action to preserve the mountains of
Berkshire County.

“The Berkshire Scenic Mountains Act would be a regula-
tory act, not a restrictive or cenfiscatory act. It would be an
enabling act which allows each town in Berkshire County
to choose whether or not that town wishes to protect its
scenic mountains. Once a town has chosen to adopt the act,
the conservation commission could impose conditions on
any activity which would alter mountain regions of the
municipality. If there is no conservation commission in the
city or town, the mayor or board of selectmen would carry
out the act,

p>1
’J'-.' - - s -
AP IROPOSED  SLEMIC  MOUNTAIN REGIONS “The conservation commission would identify important

el OF BERKSHIRE COUNTY

Figure 1 mountzin regions in the community. Generally, any land

which has an elevation higher than the ‘*base clevation®

o iy ROMILES



would be considercd a mountain region. The base clevation
is the mean elcvation of the watershed within which the
activity is proposed, so the bill would protect approximately
the top half of the watcrshed. In ‘gencral, designating all
areas above th¢ base ¢levation as mountain regions will
includc watcrsheds for much of the county's water supply,
many of the stecp slopes which are subject 1o crosion, and
highly visible areas of natural becauty. However, the bill

provides that the hearing authority may include additional

land at lower elcvation or excmpt land situated above the
base elevation if necessary to accomplish the purposes of
the act. This flexibility meets the necds of those towns which
complain that protecting only the top half of their mountains
is not going to protect enough area. On the other hand, cex-
tain towns may wish 10 exclude land situated above the
base clevation. The provisions for exclusion arc particularly
important to those towns which arc located in relatively
high but flat areas of the county, such as Becket, and my
own town of Dalton.

*“The boundarics of mountain regions would be adopted

by the ecity council in a city, or town meeting in a town.
After the mountain regions have been established, any person
whe wishes to remove, fill, excavate or alter land in the
region must file written notee of this proposed activity with
the conscrvation commission. This requircment does pot
apply to existing structures, present uses of land, prior ap-
proved subdivisions, or land used for lumbering.

“After receiving notice from the applicant, the conser-
vation commission will determine whether the proposed
activity may permanently alter the mountain region. If so,
the conservation commission will hold a public hearing; if
not, the applicant will receive an order which allows him
10 begin his project.

“If a hearng is held, the conservation commission will
consider the potential impact of the activity on the mountain
region and may impose conditions to protect public or private
water supply, to prevent crosion, to facilitate flood control,
Or preserve the natural scenic qualities of the mountain
regions,

.“The scenic mountains bill is the product of .months of
study and rcscarch by the BNRC and consultants hired by
the council. It has been written to incorporate the suggestions
of the residents in Berkshire County and throughout the
Commonwealth,” X

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ACT

To illustrate’ how the act will be implemented, a map
depicting the proposed mountain regions of Lenox is shown
in Figure 2. Included within th¢ scenic mountains region
are watershed lands which serve Lenox’s public water supply
(double-crosshatched). This map is preliminary only and
was developed using the combined efforts of the BNRC,
the Conservation Commission, the Planning Board, and
the Town Counsel of L.enox.

Elevations were used as much as possible to define the
mountain regions. Soil information was especially valuable
in determining the boundaries. The Soil Conservation Scrvice
(SCS) General Soils Report, Berkshire County, Massachu-
setis was used for this purpose. (See Figure 3).

The criteria used to select boundaries were designed to

include watcrsheds serving public water supply, stesp slopes,
highly erosive, shallow soils and — as importatnt as any
other criterion — a popularly held belief that the boundarics
did indeed definc the “mountain region.”

The soil survey showed 2 soil types (types 10 and 1t on
Figurc 3) which delineated shallow soils and steep slopcs.
The SCS defined gencral soil area 10 as “shallow to bedrock
soils and deep, well drained and moderately well drained,
siony soils, with hardpans, on uplands with slopes greater
than 15 percent.™ General soil area is defined as “shallow
to bedrock soils and deep, well drained and modcrately
well drained, stony soils, with hardpans om uplands with
slopes less than {5 percent.”

. In an effort to ob:ain further information conceming the
use of soil data, the Pitsfield SCS office was contacted.

- Richard Scanu, soil scientist with SCS explained that “gen-

erally in Lenox, soil area 10 included steep slopes which
were shallow to bedrock and highly crosive (especially so,
on the steepest slopes). In this soil area there are some in-
clusions of decper soils, but these have a hardpan which
restricts vertical movement of water. Soil arca 11,” he said,
“had the samec problems except that soils were not as steep.
Both of these soil areas are severcly limiting in terms of
mtensive development and should be avoided.”

With this information in hand, the group chose 1250 —
1400 feet as the elcvation criterion for the Taconic Range.
Again, the specific contour used in any given arca de
on the soil conditions encountered (according to .the soil
survey), the presence of a watershed serving a public water
supply, and whether the ar¢a could reasonably be determ-
med mountainous, The Taconic Range is in the west part
of town and is locally known as Lenox Mountain. On the
cast side of Lenox the elcvation sclected was 1100 — 1200
feet. Here again the contour line delineated areas having
steep slopes and shallow soils. This erea included October
Mountain and is, incidentally, part of the southern extension
of the Green Mountains,

THE FUTURE

For the further implementation of the act, model egu-
lations are being drafted now by the BNRC for unse by
Berkshire towns. Funds were made available for this pur-
pose by the Boston based Fund for the Preservation of
Wildlife and Natural Areas. Thesc axe expected to be avail-
able in late March and again, the public forum will be used
1o incorporate cons¢rvation commission idcas into the final
version.

The act itstelf may be in for a slight overhau! soon, Mr.
Wislocki has proposed minor amendments which will be
acted on in the next legislative session. The most needed
amendments though, according to Mr, George Darey, Lenox
Conservation Commission chairman, concern the require-
ment of a two-thirds vote at town meetings and the placing
of utilitics on the excmpted list, He scos a simple majority
requirement as more reasopable and favors inclusion of
“utilitics’ mountain activities” within the jurisdiction of the
act,

The Berkshires are a4 unique visual asset to the Common-
wealth, so unique in fact, that the visual smenities can be
translated into economic benefis. This is especially true
when one considers that cach tourism scason in the Berk-
shires, summer, fall and winter, is based to a greawr or



sser degree on the mountains. As many have said before,
sood ecology is good economics.”

This act recognizes the sensitive nature of mountain land-
:apes with their steep slopes, shallow and highly erosive
ils, fragile vegetative communities, watershed values, and
«enic qualitics. With luck, loca} political authorities galvan-
ed by individual initiative, will consider the act a welcome
idition to the meager arsenal of protective devices available
y conservation in Massachusetts. -

Copies uf the Stenic Mounruins Act, imnplementation guidelines.
and the regulations (pending) may be obiained from Ceorge
S. Wislocki, Executive Direcior, Berkshire Natural Resources
Council, 8 Bank Row, Pitsfield, Ma, 0120].

Correctian: Vol. XI, September, 1974, No. 3. pg. 2 . . . the
Curatunk Wildlife Rejuge at Seekonk owned by Massachusetts
Auduban Society should read: . . . the Cargtunk Wildlife Re-
Juge at Seekonk owned by The Caratunk Wildlife Trust and
;n;majed and aperated by The Audubon Society of Rhode
Siand,

Figure 3

ditorial Board; Regional Community Resource Development Spe-
cialisis: Arnold C. Lane, Cape Cod Extension Service, Deeds and
Probate Building, Railroad Avenus. Barnstable 02630; Warren E.
Archey und Dick L. Boyce, Berkshire County Extension Service.
46 Summer Street, Piusfield 01201: Pardon W. Cornell, Bristol
County Agriculiural High School,' Center Street, Sepreginset
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’The Massachusetts Chapter
Nature 205 Portland Street, Suite 400
COI’ISCI’VCH’IC)&@ Boston, MA 02114-1708

Saving the Last Great Places 617.227.7017 /Noice * 617.227.7688/Fax

Mr. Warren Archey
c¢/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114
July 3, 2003

Dear Mr. Archey:

As the sponsoring organization of this amendment proposal, The Nature Conservancy strongly supports
the designation of a Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area.

Cooperating with our neighboring states and many partners, the Massachusetts Chapter of The Nature
Conservancy has been engaged in a scientific planning exercise that has ranked regional forest resources.
Within the Lower New England/Northern Piedmont ecoregion—an area that stretches from Maryland to
Maine and comprises parts of 12 states, TNC identified several large forest blocks ("matrix forests") on
the Berkshire Plateau as being among the highest priorities for conservation. These blocks represent the
highest quality and least fragmented areas of their kind in the Northeast, and thereby represent
biodiversity of global significance.

By definition, these matrix forests are large forested areas that, if protected and allowed to regain their
natural condition, will maintain ecological processes and provide habitat necessary to support many
natural communities and species populations—especially those that require interior forest conditions. We
feel fortunate that in Massachusetts we have a second chance to conserve our forested landscape; many of
the species that occurred in our state’s original forests have returned now that our forests have regrown.
The Nature Conservancy will be working with partner organizations and agencies to develop innovative
strategies to ensure that the biodiversity of these forested areas is conserved for future generations.

The Nature Conservancy is an international non-profit conservation organization whose mission is to
preserve the plants, animals, and natural communities that represent the diversity of life on Earth by
protecting the lands and waters they need to survive. Designation of a Forest Legacy Area could bolster
the protection of these most expansive forest resources in Massachusetts by transfusing efforts with an
additional (and critically needed) source of funding. The Forest Legacy Program could help towns,
foresters, and conservation organizations identify and protect those parcels that are most threatened by
conversion to non-forest uses and that are most germane to the healthy, functioning forest ecosystem.

On the whole, the Berkshire Plateau provides a critical opportunity to conduct broad-based biodiversity
conservation, and the Forest Legacy Program could promote land protection activities that would help
abate the threats to these remarkable resources. The Nature Conservancy enthusiastically supports the
designation of this Forest Legacy Area that encompasses so many of the resources highlighted as key
criteria and values for the Forest Legacy Program.

Sincerely, &
\\_k %& < v\
Wa lockner

Director, Massachusetts Chapter

International Headquarters: 4245 North Fairfox Drive, Suite 100, Arlington, VA 222031606 * 703.841.5300 ° nature.org  printed on recycled pager
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MALDAGUSIYTY
Comasinte stance,

AND TRANSFORTATON

77 Wnited States Senate o coona

WASHINGTON, B2 205962102 o -

One Bowdoin Square
Tenth Floor
Boston, MA 02114
(617) 565-8519
August 27, 2003

The Homorable Ann M. Venemun

Secretary

U.S. Departmeat of Agriculture

1400 Independence Avenue, SW

Washington, D.C, 20250

Dear Secretary Veneman:
T write regarding the possible designation of the Berkshiro Plateau a3 & Forest Legacy

The Nature Conservancy discovered during its ecoregional planning process that the
Beckshim Plateau was one of the most intact forest ecosystrms across a ten-state region, In order
t0 protect the Plateay, the Nature Conservancy soeks to designate the area as n Forest Legacy
Area that will help to ensum the protection of water supplies and to sustain the forest economy.

The Forest Legacy Program was created to preserve and protect forests to ensure that they
would not be exploited or converted to non-forest use. The Berkehire Plateau’s designation as a
Foreat Legacy Arca would ensurs its long-term integrity and wonld aliow for the continuation of
taditional forest uses in the Platcan.

I respectfully request that you give the Nature Conservancy’s nomination full and fair

consideration. Thank you,
cerely,

John P..Kany
United Stat=s Senator

T ey @ oy ooy e
e T b e 011 e b4y
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August 19, 2003 2T
Bill R.iVGTS. Rnpon 4 hv“_;:n MA O
DECR Bureau of Forest Development Rty siecirord
Division of Forests and Parks
PO, Box 1433
Pittsficld, MA 01202
Dear Bill:

T have reviewed and support the proposal to designate a Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area.
This area contains extensive forest resources of statewide significance.

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed area boundary would help
prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in so doing would preserve the benefits that
woodlands provide. In addition to conserving ecological integrity of this remarkable region, tracts
of forest land enhance scenic views, provide protection for water supplics, sustain the forest
economy, and maintain rural character. Designation as a Forest Legacy Area will bring increased
opportunitics for the conservation of these values.

In fiscally difficult times, this designation could provide a much-needed infusion of funding to
protect the forest resources of the Commonwealth. As 3 member of the House Appropriations
Interior subcommittee, | am confident that the Forest Legacy Program is an important tool in
conserving the region's forest resources while mamtsining private ownership,

I strongly support the designation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Program as & means of
protecting the qualities of this special place. I appreciate your full and fair consideration of this

application.
Sincerely,
w ¢ 01000-
John W. Olver
Member of Congress
JWO/rs
FEOEIT On AECYCARD Py

DRAFT 59



DRAFT

OFFICE OF

SELECTMEN
ASHFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS

Warren E. Archey

C/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr. Archey,

The Ashfield Select Board has reviewed and supports the proposal to designate a
Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area. This arca contains extensive forest resources of
statewide significance.

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed area boundary
would help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in so doing would preserve
the benefits that woodlands provide. In addition to conserving the ecological integrity of
this remarkable region, tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide protection for
water supplies, sustain the forest cconomy, and maintain rural character. Designation as
a Forest Legacy Area will bring increased opportunities for the conservation of these
values,

We feel that the Forest Legacy Program could be an important tool in conserving the
region’s forest resources while maintaining private ownership, and we enthusiastically
support the designation of the Berkshire Platean Forest Legacy Area. We look forward 10
working with you this worthy project.

Sincerely,

s

Thom Gray,
Select Board Chair

DRAFT
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Town of Blandford o =

Massachusetts COMMISSION

Rob Warren

Director of Land Protection
The Nature Conservancy

205 Portland street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

August 7, 2003

Dear Mr. Warren,

After an extensive review of the Forest Legacy Program and the
proposed designation of the Berkshire Plateau, we would like to
add our support to the program.

As you have identified during the research process, the proposed
area contains large tracts of uninterrupted forest land, the
protection of which is valuable on several levels. In Blandford,
a considerable amount of the proposed area overlaps with
drinking-water supply watershed lands, and contains core and
supporting habitat areas listed by the Natural Heritage and
Endangered Species Program.

Our Commission has been dedicated to doing our best to protect
our natural resources, and actively investigate options which
will further our long-term goals for the preservation of the
area. Last year we rejected a proposal from the State because it
proposed lessening protection on approximately 13,000 acres of
currently restricted watershed land by requiring that all new
lands or conservation restrictions paid for with public funding
be available to general public access regardless of site
spacifics and without performing species inventories or impact
studies - what we coined a “one-size-fits-all” environmental

policy.
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We subscribe to the view put forth in Saving Nature’s Legacy
(Noss, Cooperider; Island Press; 1994) that it makes sense to
maintain a gradient of access with the most remote and
biodiverse areas receiving the least use, with increasing access
allowed further from these areas and closer to already developed
areas. ldeally these core areas would be allowed to return to a
state resembling old growth forest, which attracts species
simply not found in younger successional forests (Noss,

Cooperider) .

We have two State Forests partially in Blandford which provide
the typical “weekend warrior” types of uses such as camping,
hunting and ATV riding. We hope that the Forest Legacy Program
will allow us to work within our community to preserve some open
space for wildlife and passive human activities relating to the
appreciation of nature, such as hiking and bird-watching.

A revision of our Open Space Plan is nearing completion which
will recommend certain priority areas to be maintained as
wildlife sanctuaries with limited access. As development
continues and pressure increases on remaining open space, we
need to strike a sensible balance between public use and the
protection of natural resources. The Forest Legacy Program will
hopefully be an invaluable tool in helping to maintain this
balance, while protecting valuable forest land, watershed land
and wildlife habitat. We enthusiastically lend our support to

the program.

We thank the program’s sponsors for their ongoing interest and
dedication to environmental issues, for recognizing the features
which make the Berkshire Plateau special and worthy of
conservation, and for giving us an opportunity to be part of
such a valuable venture.
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Sincerely Yours,

Blandford Conservation Commission,

August 7, 2003

Rosemary Arnold, Chair
Chuck Benson

John Caswell

Laura Scalise

Robin Stevens

Pete Sutherland
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TOWN OF CUMMINGTON

33 Main Street
P.O. Box 128
Cummington, MA 01026
tel. (413) 634-5354 » (413) G3¢-5568 fax

June 23, 2003

Warren E. Archey
¢/o The Nature Conservancy

203 Pontland Street, Suite 400
Boston MA 02114

Dear Mr, Archey,

The Board of Selectmen of Cummingion, Massachusetts wishes to record its support for
designation of a Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area, to include the Town of Cummington We
understand that establishment of the Federally-suthorized Forest Legaoy Area would allow
nominations for protection of certain key forested tracts in our region, so that where a nomination
wias funded by Congress, lnndowners desiring to cstablish Conservation Easements could receive
financial help with surveying, appraisal and legal costs. We see this program as a potential tool

for conserving ecological integnity, protecting water supplies, sustaining the forest economy, and
maintaining rural character here in the Berkshires.

Sincerely,

James A. Drawe

ey 0N

Russell L. Sears 11, Chair

/ﬁ«t«-(/ A Socenody
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TowN OF DALTON
Town Hall
462 Main Street
Dalton, MA 01226-1601
Telephone (413) 684-6111 Fax (413) 684-6107
ANIMAL CONTROLI/MEALTH AGENT, Fat, 23 TOWN MANAGER, Ex, 12
DOARD OF ASSESSORS, Fvi 21 TOWN ACCOUNTANT, Bw, 17
BOARD OF APPEALS, Ext. 29 TOWN CLERK/REGISTRAR, Ewt, 15
INSPECTION SERVICES, Ext. 27 or 29 TOWN COLLECTOR, Ext, 25
PLANNING BOARD, Ext. 29 SELECT BOARD, Ext. 11
TREASURER, Fst. Ix OTHER BOARDS, Ext. 11

June 12, 2003

Warren E. Archey

C/0 The MNature Conservacy

205 Portland Street, Buite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Desr Mr. Archey:

We have reviewed and support the proposal to designate
a Berkshire Platoau Forest Legacy Area. This area contains
axtensive forest resources of statewide significance.

Identification and protection of key forested tracts
within the proposed area boundary would help prevent their
conversion to non-forest uses, and in so doing would
preserve the benefits that woodlands provide. In addition
to conserving ecological integrity of this remarkable
region, tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide
protection for water supplies, sustain the forast aconomy,
and maintain rural character. Designation as a Forest
Legacy Area will bring increased opportunities for the
conservation of these values.

This proposal supports dur goals by consezrving
ecological integrity of this region.

We faeel that the Forest Legacy Program could be an

important tool in conserving the region’s forest resources
while maintaining private ownership and we enthusiastically
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BOARD OF SELECTMEN
TOWN OFFICE BUILDING
SO, DEERFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS 013713
July 11,2003
Mr. Warren E, Archey
C/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114
Dear Mr. Archey:

The Board of Selectmen of the Town of Deerfield has reviewed and support the proposal
to designate a Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area. This area contains extensive forest
resources of statewide significance.

Identification and protection of Key forested tracts within the proposed area boundary
would help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in so doing would preserve
the benefits that woodlands provide. In addition to conserving ecological integrity of this
remarkable region, tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide protection for water
supplies, sustain the forest economy, and maintain rural character, Designation as a
Forest Legacy Area will bring increased opportunities for the conservation of these
values.

The Board feels that the Forest Legacy Program could be an important tool in conserving
the region’s forest resources while maintaining private ownership, and the Board supports
the designation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area.

Sincerely,

ML

Mark E. Gilmore
Chait, Board of Selectmen
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Commonuoulth of Massachwsotts
—— — —

Division of

[- — = -
isheries & Wildlife

Wayne F. MacCallum, Director

Warren E. Archey

¢/0 The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

May 19, 2003
Dear Mr. Archey,

The Division has reviewed TNC's proposal to designate a Berkshire Platean Forest
Legucy Area. This area contains extensive forest resources of statewide significance, and
the Division supports the TNC proposal.

The Division has been actively involved in land acquisition efforts in this region for some
time. Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed arca
boundary would help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in so doing would
preserve the benefits that woodlands provide. In addition to conserving ecological
integrity of this remarkable region, tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide
protection for water supplies, sustain the forest economy, and maintain rural character,
Designation as a Forest Legacy Area will bring increased opportunities for the
conservation of these values.

I do want to stress that a big part of maintaining rural character is maintaining public
access to these extensive forestlands, Public recreation, including regulated hunting and
fishing, is essential to both the cultural and the ecological character of the Berkshire
Plateau. I know that TNC has supported these values in the past, and I look forward to
their continued support in this new effort,

The Forest Legacy Program has become an important tool in conserving the region's
forest resources while maintaining private ownership, and the Division enthusiastically
supports the designation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area.
Sincerely, 3
/ 1 i /’Z

Wipee T Nae (Gelltom
Wayne F. MacCallum
Director

www.masswildlife.
Division of Fisheries and Wildlife

Field Headquarters, One Rabbit Hill Road, Westborough, MA 01581 (508) 7¢2-7270 Fax (5¢
An Agenvy of the Departnwnt of Mahertes, Wildige & Envirommentnd Lasy Enforoement
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Gommonnealth af e Uassachusetts

Department of Fisheries, Wildlife &
Environmental Law Enforcement
251 Causeway Street, Suite 400

Boston, Massachusetts 02114
(617) 626-1500
fux (617) 626-1505

June 20, 2003

Rob Warren, Director of Land Protection
¢/0 The Nature Consetvancy

205 Portland Street, Suite 400

Boston, MA 02114

Re: Designation of Berkshire Plateau as a Forest Legacy Area
Dear Mr. Warren:

I have reviewed the proposal to designate the Berkshire Plateau Fosest
Legacy Area and have discussed the same with the open space protection
professionals in my agency's habitar protection program. Our teview clearly
demonstrates to us the great ment of this proposal and I am pleased to offer
the strong support of the newly named Massachusetts Department of Fish and
Game for designating the Berkshire Plateau as a Forest Legacy Area.

The Berkshire Plateau contains outstanding natural resources that
deserve protection. The Plateau is a relatively unfragmented forest area with a
minimum of roads and development. Such a larpe intact forest ecosystem is
very rate in Massachusets and needs 10 be preserved. The Plateau area
contains habitats for 39-state listed and 2 federally-listed rare species along with
excellent fish and wildlife habitats and exemplary natural communities. In
addition, the Plateau encompasses many high-quality cold-water streams that
support native reproducing trout populations and includes much of the
watershed of the Westfield River, a prime target for restoration of the Atlantic
salmon. These resources provide significant opportunities for outdoor
recreational activities such as huntng, fishing, nature observanon, hiking along
the Appalachian and the many other trails, as well as sciennfic studies of the
ecosystems in this area.

An Agency of the Exceutive Office of Environmental Affairs
Ellen Roy Herfdldes, Secresary
&
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The permanent protection of the resources of the Berkshire Plateau
before they are lost to development is very important and the designation of
the Plateau as a Forest Legacy area will greatly assist this protection. For the
past 15 years, the Department has been very active in protecting lands in the
Berkshire Plateau. Several of the Depattment's High Prority Focus Areas ate
located in this area and the Department has protected tens of thousands of
acres there. However, 70% of the land in the Berkshire Plareau remains
unprotected and thus much land protection work remains to be done.

Unfortunately, the current state budget deficit may significantly reduce
the amount of money available to the Department for land protection in the
next several years. The funding provided by the Forest Legacy Program should
provide an important supplement to land protection efforts in the Berkshire
Plateau area which is very much needed.

For the above reasoms, the Department strongly supports the
designation of the Berkshire Plateau as a Forest Legacy Area and we hope that

the Forest Legacy Program will approve this proposal.
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Thee @ommmead/va/uﬂauaoﬁme%
Ereculive Cffice of Environmental dffairs
Beoslon; Mod 02414-2119

Tel. (817) 6261000
Fax (817) 6261181
hitpo/www.mass. govienvir
ELLEN ROY HERZFELDER
SEORETARY

September 16, 2003

Warren E. Archey

¢/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Pontland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr. Archey,

The Executive Office of Environmental AfTairs (EOEA) supports the proposal to
designate a Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area. This area contains extensive forest
resources of statewide significance.

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed arca boundary
would help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in so doing would preserve
the benefits that woodlands provide. In addition to conserving the ccological integnty of
this remarkable region, tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide protection for
water supplies, sustain the forest economy, and maintain rural character. This Forest
Legacy Arca designation will bring increased opportunities for the conservation of these
vilues,

EOEA's mission is 1o preserve snd protect the natural resources of Massachusetts. As

the creation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Arca would be an important tool in
conserving the forest resources of the Berkshire Plateau region, EOEA enthusiastically
supports the designation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Arca.

Sincerely,

Robert O'Connor
Director of Land and Forest Policy

© Prrewe o0 Fecyct S1ck 2% Post Commamer Wwe
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The Hilltown Land Trust i

P.O. Box 251 Chesterfield, Mass. 01012

May 21, 2003

Warren E. Archey

c/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr. Archey,

We have reviewed in general terms and enthusiastically support the
proposal of The Nature Conservancy to designate a Berkshire Plateau Forest
Legacy Area. This area includes extensive forest resources of statewide
significance as well as all or portions of the nine Hilltowns in Westemn
Hampshire County in which we work.

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the
proposed boundary could help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses,
while, at the same time, preserving private ownership. In addition to
conserving ecological integrity for this area, tracts of forest enhance rural
character, provide protection for water supplies, sustain the local working
forest economies and support diverse wildlife habitats. Designation as a
Forest Legacy area would help support all of these values.

We are an all-volunteer land trust working to support these same
values Iin a significant portion of the proposed Forest Legacy Area, The
Forest Legacy Program could be an important tool for forest preservation in
this part of Westemn Massachusetts., And this would be a landmark use of
that program.

Sincerely,

Wit fiZ

Wilmot R. Hastings, President

Working 1o comserve she farms, foresland awd sther nusrad revousces of
Chaterfickd  Cumncingsun. Gusben  Huntingion  Middlefiold  Muinfield  Weshampion  Witligmabury  Worshingran
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Conservation Commission
TOWN OF HUNTINGTON

HUNTINGTON. MASSACHUSETTS

May 23, 2003

Warren E Archey

¢/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr. Archey,

[ am writing for myself and the other members of the Huntington Conservation
Commission. We have reviewed and we support the proposal to designate a Berkshire
Plateau Forest Legacy Area. This area contains extensive forest resources of statewide
significance

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed area boundary
would help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in so doing would preserve
the benefits that woodlands provide In addition to conserving the ecological integrity of
this remarkable region, tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide protection for
water supplies, sustain the forest economy, and maintain rural character. Designation as a
Forest Legacy Area will bring increased opportunities for the conservation of these values

As Conservation Commissioners, we are very concemed with the preservation of open
space and the protection of natural resources. We have been actively involved in the
establishment of conservation restrictions on property in our town, and we welcome the
opportunity to facilitate more of that kind of protection,

We feel that the Forest Legacy Program could be an important 100l in conserving the
region's forest resources while maintaining private ownership, and we enthusiastically
support the designation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area.

Sincerely,
Dusan MeTtost

Susan McIntosh
Chairperson
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Tommontoealth of Bassachuoctte
@otun of Laneshorough

Tel, (413) 442-1167
OFFICE OF THE CONSER VATION COMMISSION FAX 4435811
May 12, 2003

Warren E. Archery

¢/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr. Archery;

The Lanesborough Conservation Commission has reviewed, and supports, the proposal to
designate a Berkshire Plateau Legacy Area. This area contains extensive forest resources
of statewide significance.

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed area boundary
would help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in doing would preserve the
bencfits that woodlands provide. In addition to conserving ecological integrity of this
remarkable region, tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide protection for water
supplies, sustain the forest economy, and maintain rural character. Designation as a
Forest Legacy Area will bring increased opportunities for the conservation of these
values.

This proposal supports the efforts of the Lanesborough Conservation Commission to
conserve open space. The Conservation Commission has met resistance to creating an
Open Space Plan for the town and is seeking altemative ways and outside programs to
preserve areas for their specific value. Inclusion in this program will help to protect the
natural beauty of our town and preserve its individual character. Combining the area
preserved by the creation of a Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area with other protected
arcas of our town will insure that future generations will enjoy the landscape and lifestyle
that is uniquely “Berkshire™.

We feel that the Forest Legacy Program could be an important tool in conserving the
region’s forest resources while maintaining private ownership and we enthusiastically
support the designation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area

Sincerely,

for the Lanesborough

Conservation Commission
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TOWN OF LENOX
MASSACHUSETTS

BOoARD OF SELECTMEN

TMOTHY €. DO=ERTY, Cramman
Rosent T. Aoy, CLERK
Tenmence ¥ PeLo

WANET METHERWICK PuMsREy
KiMeEmy REoseil, Flurm

Mr. Rob Warren

¢/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr, Warren:

We have reviewed and support the proposal to designate a Berkshire
Plateau Forest Legacy Area. This area contains extensive forest resources of
statewide significance, '

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed
area boundary would help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in
so doing would preserve the benefits that woodlands provide. In addition to
conserving ecological integrity of this remarkable region, tracts of forestland
enhance scenic views, provide protection for water supplies, sustain the forest
economy and maintain rural character. Designation as a Forest Legacy Area
will bring increased opportunities for the conservation of these values.

We feel that the Forest Legacy Program could be an important tool in
conserving the region's forest resources while maintaining private ownership,
and we enthusiastically support the designation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest
Legacy Area.

Very tru urs,
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%‘ Massachusetts Forest Stewardship Program

’ . 7 433 West Street Ambherst, MA 01002

phone; 413-256-1201 FAX; 413-253-5542

# poogown of DEM-Dveision of Fovveals sud Pards, with fonds foom US04 iwen Sorpir

Warren E. Archey

¢/o The Nature

205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA oz2114

August 15, 2003
Dear Mr. Archey,

I have reviewed and support the proposal to designate a Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy
Area, This area contains extensive forest resources of statewide significance and has
been identified by the Forest Stewardship Program as a priotity area for Program
outreach and for supporting Stewardship activity.

The Forest Stewardship Program promotes and supports long term sustainable forest
management by non-industrial forest landowners across Massachusetts. Designating
the Berkshire Plateau Forest Area will create further incentives for landowners
involved in the Forest Program by opening the door for them to
permanently protect their woodlands.

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed area boundary
would help prevent their conversion 1o non-forest uses, and in so doing would preserve
the benefits that woodlands provide. In addition to conserving ecological integrity of this
remarkable region, tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide protection for
water supplies, sustain the forest economy, and maintain rural character. Designation as
amfomthpqmmbﬁnginmadopmnmiﬁafortbemnmﬁonomm

ues.

Tieel that the Forest Legacy Program could be an important tool in conserving the
region’s forest resources while maintaining private ownership and T enthusiastically
support the designation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area,

Sincerely,

Sppe Appdetsor—

Steve Anderson, Coordinator
Forest Stewardship Program

Ty Vo raion wirh
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JASSaCmese

Woodlands

Cooperative

May 16, 2003

Warren E. Archey

o The Nature C

205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr, Archey,

The Massschusetts Woodlands Cooperative (MWC) enthusiastically supports the
proposal to designute the Berkshire Plateau us a Forest Legacy Area.

MWC is a forest landowner management, processing and marketing cooperative that was

organized by and on behalf of forest landowners in western Massachusetts. ‘The mission
of the cooperative is to maintain the environment and character of western Massachusetts

: through the protection, enhancement and economuc development of one of the region’s
ROy o peeh moupledifulmlhcfm MWC is m FSC (Forest Stewardship Council) green
certified organization that promotes sustainsble forestry and preserves the working forest

for future generations. In the process, the Cooperative will protect wetlands,

North Amberst, Mt enhance wildlifc habitat, reverse the practice of high grading timber, invigorate the Jocal
economy and provide educational programs for its members and the general public. The
Cooperative currently has 25 members who collectively manage over 3000 ncres of forest
land Over the next five years, the Cooperative will gradually increase its membership to

O/ 2 sen around 150 members with over 20,000 acres of forest land.

The Forest Legacy program will identify and protect important forest Lind within the
proposed ares boundaries, prevent their development and conversion to non-forest uses

SR S 04 and preserve the benefits that forests provide. In addition to conserving the ecological
integrity of this remarkable region, tracts of forestland will enhance scenic views, provide
protection for water supplics, sustain the forest economy, and maintain the rural character
of this arca. Designation as a Forest Logacy Area will bring increased opportunities for
the conservation of these values.

The Cooperanve belicves that the Forest Legacy Program will serve as an important
conservation measure for the region's forest resources while maintaining private
mdnmmmﬂwdmambmmwxem“
& Forest Legacy Area

g

Massachusetts Woodlands Cooperative
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Private Farvay firr e Puliz Good
Connersing New England s foeesty fir wver 50 yrars
New
, Forestry tion
June 6, 2003
Mr. Rob Warren
Director of Land Protection
The Nature Conservancy
205 Portlund Street, Suitc 400

Boston, MA 02114-1708
Dear Rob:

The New England Forestry Foundation has reviewed and supports The Nature
Conservancy's proposal to designate a Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area. NEFF
believes that the Forest Legacy Program can be a useful tol for private landowners and
their partner conservation organizations to protect forest resources.

It is clear that TNC has conducted a careful planning analysis of the forest
resource and natural habitats in this region to propose a legacy area with such specificity,
NEFF wouldmoummdthmtheugacyﬂomdarymbeupmdednooinddewith
municipal boundaries as it will be very difficult to determine on the ground if particular
parcels will fall within a Legacy area with such irregular boundaries. Expanding the
Legacy area will also offer more landowners the option of considering the Forest Legacy
Program for their property ~ leading, over time, to more conservation opportunities and
conserved land.

Two of NEFF’s demonstration community forests are located in the proposed
Legacy Area, the 276-acre Rice Sanctuary in Peru and the 114-acre Welz-Roberts Forest
in Windsor. Using Forest Legacy as a tool to expand on existing protected fands, state,
municipal and private would be of ongoing interest to NEFF,

NEFF stands ready as a willing partner with TNC in the implementation of the
proposed Legacy Area and individual projects. Please let me know how we can be of

assistance.
Tim Storfow
Deputy Director
/ts

P.O. Box 27 » 450 West River Street * Orange, Massachusctts (01364-0027
Tel. (978) 544-1526 » Fax (978) 5441528
neff@ncforestry.ong * www.neforetry.org
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rioNEER Timothy W. Brennah, Executive Director

26 Carral Screet, Wess Springtiold

VALLEY
Mesachunetts 010892767
PLANNING Tol: (41)) 714045

Pac (413) 7122593
PVPC COMMISEION WAV SN

May 9, 2003

Mr. Warren E. Archey

¢/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portiand Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr. Archey:

On behalf of the Pioneer Valley Planning Commission (PVPC), Tam writing in support of the
proposal to designate a Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area, This arca contains extensive forest,
wildlife, and recrestional résources of regional and statewide significance that will benefit from
additional funding,

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed arca boundary would help
prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and m doing so would preserve the benefits thut
woodlands provide. In addition to conserving the ccologrcal integrity of this remarkable region,
tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide proteciion for water supplies, sustain the forest
economy, and help to maintain rural chasacter. Designation as a Forest Legacy Arca will bring
increased opportunitics for the conservation of these values.

The PVPC, the regional planning agency that plans for 43 communities in Hampden and
Hampshire counties including much of the propesed Forest Legacy Area, is the regional planning
body for the Pioneer Valley region of Western Massachusetts, PVPC is ane of thirteen regional
planning agencies in Massachusetts charged with serving member communities and assuring sound
use of natural resources, The agency represents a consortium of 43 Jocal governments that have
banded together under the provisions of state Jaw to address problems and opportunities that are
regional in scope. PYPC serves in ian adyisory capacity to member communities and to private
busmess groups, performing research and analysis on s wide range of planning arcas,

We are convinced that the Forest Legacy Program could be an important 100l in conserving the

region's forest resources while maintaining private ownership and we enthustastically support the
designation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area.

Sincerely,

/‘""———_—
Tm‘;é Brennan Chris Curtis
Executive Director' Principal Planner
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Cown of Sauny

720 Main Road
Massarhusetts vi2ss Tel. # 413-743-4290
Fax, # 413-743-4292
Email:slibrary @raetworx.com
Warren E, Archey
/0 The Nature Conservancy
205 Pontland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114
May 19, 2003
Dear Mr, Archey,

The Savoy Conservation Commission fully supports the proposal to designate a Berkshire Plateau
Forest Legacy Arca, Tt would offer an opportunity for protecting an important ecological arca
within the town.

The area under consideration for designated within Savoy includes Drowned Land Brook, an
important and sensitive wetland ares. The National Heritage & Endangered Species Program
dmbwduﬂbmp,ﬁnﬂedbyd:mmuﬁmuﬁvcomuofﬁmhmmdAMh
which the wetland is recognized as & core habitat arca. These areas exemplify biodiverse habitats
with the greatest need for conservation.

The town’s recently updated Open Space & Recreation Plan identified this southern area of Savoy
as being an important wildlife corridor, The extensive tracts of land and diverse habitat make it an
important ccological feature. Surrounding residential development poses a tremendous threat to
this unique area. Protection of these key forested areas would not only contribute to the viahility
of the plant and animal species but, would also serve 1o minimize the effect of development on the
watershed and the potential for public health risks associated with septic system contamination.

Forests provide a wide range of public services including recreation, watershed protection, carbon
storage, as well 4s many others. These forests help to maintain the local rural character and eco-

logical health of the arca. Loss and fragmentation of the forests directly affects the services they

provide. Protection of this important natural resource is vital to these continued services.

The goal of the Open Space and Recreation Plan, endorsed by the residents, town officials, and
the conservation commission, 10 protect all natural resources supporting the health and infrastruc-

ture of Savoy would be enhanced by the designation of the Bershire Plateau Forest Legacy. The
Savoy Conservation Commission is very pleased to hear about this proposal for our community.

Sincerely,
Dabie A ““‘3"‘“‘

Debra A, Kaczowski
Savoy Conservation Commission Chairperson
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May 15,2003

Mr, Warren E. Archey

c/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr. Archey:

We have reviewed and support the proposal 1o designute a Berkshire Plateau
Forest Legacy Area. This area contains extensive forest resources of statewide
significance.

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed area
boundary would help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in so doing
would preserve the benefits that woodlands provide, In addition to conserving the
ccological integrity of this remarkable region, tracts of forestlund enhunce scenic
views, provide protection for water supplies, sustain the forest economy, and maintain
rural character. Designation of a Forest Legecy Arca will bring increased
opportunities for the conservation of these values,

The Trustees’ work in protecting the special resources of this region dates back
to 1906, when we acquired the first of six reservations, now totaling afmost 4,000
acres, within the proposed arca. In recent years we have been particularly active
working with partners to protect the hillfarm landscape of Cummington and
Worthington, and in designing a program of ecologically responsible management and
public usc of our extensive holdings in Windsor. Two years ago, The Trustees
launched the Highland Communities Initiative, a program to encourage land
conservation and community preservation in the Highlands region, which includes
virtually all of the proposed Legacy Area.

We believe that the Forest Legacy Program would be an important tool in
conserving the region’s forest resources while maintaining private ownership, and we
enthusiastically support the designation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Arca.

Sincerely,

Executive Director

Frank Feipn
Rayrmend | Kmney In
Catdesive C Ladtavsa
o Lehaer

Lann Lyford

Peter 1. Maduen
Vg Macry
WNichokas W, Naan
Iudia O Tvwny
Edwand N Pesey
Dunied Prcsce
Coerrrge Poenarm
Hery S Reedr
ek € Swaman, jr.
}I::m\l!knn

m-(i!k—
Terex €. Thomguon
. Angis Wine
Jone Wybatt

EXECUTIVE D DCTos
Amlrew W Kendali

Headgquartees « Long MUl « $72 Basex Street « lsaat,,mom.s.un = TAL97RALI-1M4 o PAX Y7RM21094E « wwwthetrusters.org
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TOWN OF WHATELY coover schoot oftices

eslnu Road
MASSACHUSETTS 01093 2180; oL? B«lxx Pllusl;
Whantely, MA 01003

OFFICR OF THE Phone: 413-665-4400

BOARD OF SELECTMEN Fax: 413-665-9560

Warren Archey

¢/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

July 24, 2003

Dear Mr. Archey,

We have reviewed and support the proposal to designate a Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area,
This area contains extensive forest resources of statewide significance.

We understand that identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed are
boundary would help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in so doing would preserve
the benefits woodlands provide, as well as enhancing scenic views, sustaining the forest economy,
and maintaining rural charscter.

In Whately's case, protection for water supplies in the region is an aspect of the Legacy program
that is particularly vital, as we are currently reviewing our own protection plan, in fight of
increasing development pregsures in Franklin County.

We feel that the Forest legacy program could be an important tool in conserving the region’s forest

resources while maintaining private ownership and we support the designation of the Berkshire
Plateau Legncy Area,

PN =

Richard E. Smith, C

HES e L
i

Harian R. Bean i

-

DRAFT 83



DRAFT

'\é’:m”-monmoﬂ//ﬁ (/ )O/I',/amrﬁmu’m

161 AMain Stvoot, P C. Box 447
-l//l(l/(A‘le/A‘,- Hassachesells 07039-0447

Tl (4 43) 268-8500 Hw(613) 2685509

May 13, 2003

Warren E Archey
¢/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400

Boston, MA 02114
Dear Mr. Archey;

We have reviewed and support the proposal to designate a Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area This
arca contains e:uensi_ve forest resources of statewide significance

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed area boundary would help
prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in so doing would preserve the benefits that woodlands
provide. In addition to conserving ecological integrity of this remarkable region, tracts of forestland
enhance scenic views, provide protection for water supplies, sustain the forest economy, and maintain
rural character. Designation as a Forest Legacy Area will bring increased opportunities for the
conservation of these values.

We feel that the Forest Legacy Program could be an important tool in conserving the region’s forest
resources while maintaining private ownership and we enthusiastically support the designation of the

Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area.
Sincerely, :
a4 Vo
Eric P, Cerreta William Turner
Chairman, Board of Selectmen Conservation Commission Chair

Tree Ward,
C) oA H 0 en
David A. Haskell / /@/
Boudof?ebamgu

’ AaTe Paul Jahnige
A~ A P "M Woodlands Trails Committee
Christopher §. Morris Open Space and Recreation Committee

Board of Selectmen

The Bostom wf Willwwnmdoress ox arve Eaprod E pgunrtironsy Engguhyyee
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May 29, 2003

Warren E. Archey

¢/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr. Archey:

The Worthington Conservation Commission has reviewed and we support the proposal to
designate 3 Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area.  This area contains extensive forest
resources of statewide significance.

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed area boundary would
help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses, and in 50 doing would preserve the benefits
that woodlands provide to our community. In addition to conserving ecological integrity of
this remarkable region, tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide protection for water
supplies, sustain the forest economy, and maintain rural character. Designation as a Forest
Legacy Area will bring increased opportunities for the conservation of these values.

As a local Conservation Commission with limited funding, this proposal supports our goals
preserving land while conserving our financial and environmental resources.

We feel that the Forest Legacy Program could be an important wol in conserving the region’s
forest resources while maintaining private ownership and we enthusiastically support the
designation of the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area,

Sincerely,

WOR NGTON ATION COMMISSION

u Nl

Evan T. Johnson, P.E.

FAOOMO2\LTR\Archey-ET) doc
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PO, BOX 1764, WESTFIELD, MA 01085-1764 + TEL: (413) $32-7200

Warren E. Archey
c¢/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

21 May, 2003
Dear Mr. Archey,

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Westficld River Watershed Association, 1 am
writing 10 exXpress our strong support for the désignation of a Berkshirc Platcau Forest
Legacy Area.

WRWA was founded a half-century ago with the goals of protecting and Improving the
natural resources of the Watershed, as well as expanding recreational and other land use
opportunitics for people's eémjoyment and for sound ecology. Our Watershed, which
inclodes a substantial fraction of the proposed Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area,
contains several of the largest unsegmented [orest bfocks left in Massachusetts,
Preservation of those blocks will help to maintain the scological integrity of the region,
1o protect public water supplies, to support anadromous fish restoration projects, and to
preserve the region's scenic views,

We feel that the Forest Legacy Program conld be an efféctive tool for encournging
private landowners in the reégion to make commitments to keep their lands forested. We
believe that such commitments will benefit the public good and help to preserve the
region's character. We enthusiastically support the designation of a4 Berkshire Plateaun
Forest Legacy Area and The Nature Conservancy’s participation in the program as 2

Forest Legacy sponsor.

Sincerely,

Hekail 4.

Michaal A (Youn
President, WRW

Q pricand on recyaled paper
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Ed Grabowski
Carl] Lafreniere
Savoy

Debbie Kaczowski

Washington
Doug Poland, Vice-<halr
Georgette Keator (alt)

Windsor
Jim Caffrey, Chair

Worthington
Diane Wells

Commomwealth of
Massachusetts

Joan Kimbail
Mike Parker (a¥)

National Park Service
Liz Mikulecky Lacy
Jamie Fosburgh (ak)
Pioneer Valley
Planning Convmission
Chiris Curtis

The Trustees of Reservations

Jocelyn Forbush
Jiem falty

Wiestfield River
Watershed Association
Dan Call

Mason Maronn (alt)

WESTFIELD RIVER WILD & SCENIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE

P.O. BOX 397 HUNTINGTON, MA 01050

Warren Archey

C/o The Nature Conservancy
205 Portland Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

May 23, 2003
Dear Mr. Archey,

On behalf of the Westfield River Wild & Scenic Advisory Committoe
(WRW&SAC), T am writing to support the proposal to designate o
Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area. This area contains extensive
forest resources of statewide significance, provides habitat for 39 state-
listed specics and 2 fedorally-listed species, buffers critical aquatic
resources und represent significant opportunities for continued
recreational and economic uses.

Identification and protection of key forested tracts within the proposed
arca boundary would help prevent their conversion to non-forest uses,
and in so doing would preserve benefits that these woodlands provide.
In addition to conserving ecological integrity of this remarkable region,

- tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide protection for water
supplics, sustam the forest economy and maintain rural character.
Designation as a Forest Lagacy Area will bring increased opportunitics
for the conservation of these values.

‘The proposed Berkshire Plateau contains a significant portion of the
Westfield River, in which 43 miles is federally designated National Wild
& Scenic River with an additional 38.4 miles proposed for an expanded
designation. The WRW&SAC was established as an advisory group to
Jointly manage the Wild & Scenic Westficld River. The Committee is
made up of representatives from the towns of Becket, Chester,
Chesterfield, Cummington, Huntington, Middleficld, Savoy,
Washington, Windsor, and Worthington, as well as the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts, the National Park Service, Pioneer Valley Planning
Commission, The Trustees of Reservations, and the Westfield River
Watershed Association.

This proposal supports our goals by protecting the unique scenic
qualitics, environment and water quality of the Westfield River and its

DRAFT
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comidor. The Forest Legacy Program will help enhance and maintain the
comridor’s cultural, recreation and economic vitality, The program will
help conserve the resources of the Westfield River through voluntary
private conservation actions. In addition, the program will help maintain
and improve fisheries and wildlife habitat to ensure the continued public
enjoyment of wildlifo viewing, hunting and fishing,

We feel that the Forest Legacy Program could be an important tool in
conserving the region’s forest resources while maintaining private
ownership. We enthusiastically support (he designation of the Berkshire
Platean Forest Legacy Area.

Sincerely,
Jors Oy

Jim Cafirey, Chair
Westfield River Wild & Scenic Advisory Committee
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Massachusetts Forest Legacy Committee Meeting 4/8/03
Meeting Minutes

Location; DFW Westborough Office, large conference room

Attendeos: Forest Legacy Committee Members: Bob O'Connor, Christine Berry, Phil
Truesdell, Nancy Reed (Loring Schwarz could not sttend), Guests: Knistin Foord, Dan Donahue,
Chuck Levin, Rob Warren (by phone)

Meeting began 9:25am.

The group reviewed some Forest Legacy Program basic procedures and requirements so that the
Committee members and the guests would all be on the same page:

Annual application process

Assessment of Need revision (required for new Forest Legacy Areas)

Existing Forest Legacy Area expansion

Kristin Foord raised the question: Is proximity (o a previous federal mvestment a new
requirement/priority for project selection? Nobody was sure; the Committee agreed to find out.

The mvited guests were asked to give short presentations about their proposed new (or
expanded) Forest Legacy Area applications.

Chuck Levin of Mount Grace Land Conservation Trust (MGLCT) presented his organization's
proposal to expand the existing North Quabbin Forest Legacy Area, He said the proposed
expanded area fits the MA FLP criteria well: high biodiversity values, sctive forest management,
passive recreational opportunities, ete. He said MGLCT is proposing to expand the existing arca
because they have identified worthy projects outside the current boundaries. The proposed
expansion area is threatened by increasing fragmentation from residential development; the
pressure is apparent and land values are increasing.

The Committee was asked (o weigh in on the proposed North Quabbin FLA expansion, and
consensus was reached that it was a valuable addition and an application should be completed.

Kristin Foord of EOEA and Dan Donahue of the Norcross Wildlife Foundation presented their
proposal for a new FLA in six towns in south-central MA, to be called the Quinebaug Forest
Legacy Arca. They mentioned that this area has Iargely been ignored by land trusts and state
agencies over the past few years, but not because it docs not have high resource values. Much of
the area is Biomap core or supporting natural landscape. The area seems 1o just have fallen
under the radar. The development pressure in the area has not been great, but is increasing - the
door has been opened. However, because most of the arca is still rural, significant opportunities
exist to protect large arcas of forest. Land prices are still affordable, although rising. Several
large unprotected lund holdings exist, such as Old Sturbridge Village's forestland and the
Southbridge Water Company's holdings, which could be excellent candidates for large Forest

DRAFT
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Legacy project applications. Significant opportunities also exist to connect forest blocks in the
proposed Quinebaug FLA to large blocks of protected tand right across the border in
Connecticut. CT's Forest Legacy Arca is right across the border. There may be the possibility
for multi-state Forest Legacy project applications.

The Committee discussed the proposed new Quinebaug FLA. Consensus was reached that it was
a4 good proposal and an application should be completed.

Via speaker phone, Rob Warren of The Nature Conservancy (TNC) presented TNC's proposal to
designate a new FLA to be called the Westficld Forest Logacy Area, which nearly matches the
Westfield River watershed boundarics. TNC is also open to the area being submitted as an
expansion of the existing Connecticat Valley (Westem Valley) or the Stockbridge Yokun Ridge
Reserve Forest Legacy Areas. The proposed Westfield FLA was identified by TNC as being of
statewide significance through their forest matrix block analysis, a study of the highest quality
large roadless forest blocks in New England. TNC plans to contract with Warren Archey to
complete the FLA application.

The Committee discussed the proposed new Westfield FLA (or expansion FLA). Consensus was
reached that it was a good proposal an application should be completed.

The Commitiee decided they needed advice from Dierdre Raimo on how all three applications
should be submitted (together as one document, or separately?). All three groups plan to be in
communication with each other and with Bob O’Connor while preparing their respective
applications,

The Committee next discussed how to handle the absence of an official Forest Legacy
Coordinator, The position has been vacant since Warren Archey’s retirement, although Warren
has been on contract 1o help out. Bob O’Connor mentioned that Mike Fleming, formerly with
the Watershed Initiative, which has been dissolved, might be interested in taking on the Forest
Legacy Coordinator responsibilitics. Bob moved that the Committee pursue Mike Fleming as
their first choice for Coordinator, Nancy Reed seconded the motion.

The Committee also discussed the possibility of inviting Steve Anderson of DEM and the Forest
Stewardship Program, to join the Forest Legacy Committee. The Committee is currently made
up of land protection personnel (except for Bob O'Connor, who represents both land and
forestry), and the Committee would like to add balance by adding representation from forestry
staff. At least one forester who was already asked has declined to serve on the Committee
because he is 00 busy.

TheCanum'tteedccidednotlownﬁmdueformcmxlmceling,bocnmemciasm--such
as who will be on the official Committee and who the Coordinator will be -- are yet to be
resolved. Afler these issues arc scttled, the Committee will set a meeting date, perhaps in June or
July,

Meeting ended 11:35,
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Westfield River Wild & Scenic Advisory Committee

Meeting Notice
Thursday, May 1%, 2003
Chester Village Gallery
Chester, 14 Main Street
6:30-8:30 p.m.
1. Review of April 03, 2003 Minutes (Action) (5 min)
2. Treasurer’s Report (Info) (S min)
3. Local Updates (Info/Action) (20 min)
a. Hinsdale Flats
b, Rte. 8/Turnpike Exit
c. Others
4, Follow-up to Congressman Olver Mtg. (Info/Action) (10 min)
5. TNC ~ Forest Legacy Program (Info) (20 min)
6. Westfield River Watershed Open Space Plans (Info/Action) (45 min)
7. W&S 2003-2005 Action Plan (Action) (10 min)
8. Other Business (Info/Action) (5 min)
WRWSAC Members:

Mercedes Gallagher, Becket

Bob Thompson, Chester (Dave Pierce, alternate)

Matt Barron, Chesterfield (Denise Cormier, altnernate)

Merne Bergmann, Cummingion (Judy Moore, altemnate)

Jeff Penn, Huntington (Ed Grabowski, alternate)

Carl Lafreniere, Middlefield (Bill Cunningham, altermatc)

Debbie Kaczowski, Savoy

Doug Poland, Washington (Georgette Keator, alternate)

Jim Caffrey, Windsor

Diane Wells, Worthington

Joan Kimball, Commonwealth of Mass. (John O’Leary, altemate)

Liz Mikulecky Lacy, National Park Service (Jamie Foshurgh, altemate)
Chris Curtis, Pioneer Valley Planning Commission (Matt Delmonte, alternate)
Jocelyn Forbush, The Trustecs of Reservations (Jim Caffrey, altemate)
Dan Call, Westfield River Watershed Association (Mike Young, alternate)
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Town oF LENOX

MASSACHUSETTS

Selectmen's Meeting

Home Page | Public Notices | Meeting Calendar | L
& Applications | Meeting Rooms | Bylaws & Regulations | Links

Starts at: Location: Last Updated:
07/16/03 07:00 PM Town Hall, 2nd Floor Meeting Tuesday, Jul 15, 2003
Room
AGENDA

LENOX BOARD OF SELECTMEN
WEDNESDAY, JULY 16, 2003, 7:00 P.M.
TOWN HALL

Citizen’s Open Forum

Acceptance of Minutes and Executive Minutes of June 25

General Government .
- One-Day W&M License, Eastover Resort

- One-Day AA License, Sonya Bykosfsky, Community Center

- Town Flag

- Forest Legacy (Tim Abbott, Director, Berkshire’s Program)

-CTSB

- Annual Appointments

- Discuss DOR'’s Room Tax Action (re: Canyon Ranch)

- Approve Town Counsel Contract

DPW
- Approve Chapter 90 Highway Aid Reimbursement Request

Planning/Zoning
- Approve BRPC Service Agreement for Outsource Planner
- Discuss draft Regional Transportation Plan

Police Department
- Approve Amendments to Police Contract

Old/New Business

Calendar
Next Meeting: Wednesday, August 6



DRAFT

ADVOCATE-SOUTH
WILLTARGTOWN, WA
WEEKLY 20,000

JUN 25 2003
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new Forest Legacy Area
assisted the proposal |

The proposed ases begins just outside West Springfield,
aslang the Massachuseits Turnpike, in the Wesificld River
Basia: i russ porth to Cheshire and Savoy and east to
Route 91, =ad ita western odge cover the northeasters
comer of Lenox and the southeastern corner of Pittsfieid.

Nature Couservancy represeatatives plan to discuss the
ﬂﬁ& at the next Lesox Select Board meeting, June 25,

Dalton Select Board, the Lanesboro and Savoy
Comservation Commissions, the Trusiees of Rescrvations
and many cthor communities and env il cogumiza-
tions hive endorsed the proposal.

Accosding o Rob Wa the conservancy’s direcior of
land protection in M husetts, the proposed Berkshire
Plateau legacy area enclosen one of the Targest roadless
areas in the stase and some of the Jarges!, most intact for-
st ecosystems in its region, including fosr blocks of
15,000 scres of more, (The comervancy divided the coun-
try inlo ucological and geological regi Warren said,
since forests and other Y not nlways stop &t
stile lines. Massachusetts falls into the Lower Northeast
and Notth Picdmont area, which reaches from southerm
Maine 10 the northern edge of Virginia and touches parts

of 12 staton.)

Nature Conservancy proposes Berkshire Plateau for
Lenox tree wardén, former Chief of :w,au.ﬂela: of Forestry,

?ﬁmm%igoigﬂ&.
pominate atenu as & Forest Legncy Asea.

4

$_§E§§!H.5.§IE.
and the chmervancy fell & was important o keep them
intact. The Forest Legacy Program offered tools to help o
many conservation groups in the legacy arca.

The Berkahire Plaleau has & unique mix of forests,
tivers, lakes and wetluads: the highest waterfall in
Hampshire County, Glendale Falls, and otbers,
Chesterficld Gorge and othet gorges, and the Windsor =
Jarbs, And 70 percent of these lands have no protection. =

Wide-ranging mammals and inferior nesting birds live &
in these fosests: black bexr, bobeat, fisber, mink, moose, b
migratory songhitds, re-inkuduced Atlantic satmon, fresh- -
waler mussels and timber rattlesnakes— 39 siate-rare
species and two federally listed species. This legacy arca
would help the comservancy protest one of the few expan- B9
sive forest areas in the state, both for its plants and animals 565

Wagren Archey, the Leoox Tree Warden, worked with Warren .)les Lenox Tree Warden, plants a red
the comervancy on am amendment 10 the Assessment of maple with Scott Sarvis, Paul Mahoney and Bill Vickery,
Need— Massachusetis (Archey, 1993), for the Berkshire DPW employees, June 19, This is the 10th of 1t rees
Plateau proposal; they have submitied a draft to the glisgi::&a.g;!&;;
Noetheast regional coosdinator and the Massachusetts for- planted 16 troes last year, including siver mapls, pear,
est legacy coordinator, for teview, fowering crab apple, and disease-resistant Ein Walch

As the chicf of the Bureau of Forestry in Massachusetts, eims. Torm Whalen of Great Bayringion supplied the red

fy\ Continued on page 14 maple ree.
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HIGHLAND HAPPENINGS

The Berkshire Plateau

A FOREST LEGACY AREA IN THE HIGHLANDS

A new source of funding for protecting forestiand may

ba coming to the central Highlands region, thanks to the
Massachuserts Chapter of The Nature Conservancy
(TNC), which Is spondoring the designation of a new
Forest Legacy Area If approved, the designaced Berkshire
Plateaw area (see map)—a landscape that is fargely definec
by private working forests—will be efigible for Forest
Legacy. profram hm o

‘n.eFomt lepcy Progmnhaloanl lnd protection
-mnﬂmmsosubbbedln&?”nmpomew

increasng rates of dmbwmtand h@nﬁmﬂm of
bmdmduroa the countriy it was” dotignod ta grotect

mll; inpomm foraslands, without remaving

S R
P Rrgown ,_n'ﬂopﬁdu‘.
sreeﬂf&efor "nmﬁm&lngi(dqé’

oﬂsme
q‘i& L Lgﬁe cemhuaxion of wracktions! forest

uses, rrnlrt ar of ; ?OGKM“I”M‘I or the

protection gl c&r%ﬂdﬁude rezources

Since 1993, nmost“ milllan In Forest Legacy Program
funds have Mlpﬂﬁ"’ prowct 2,154 acres |n Massachusetts.

The Berkshire W_M’('\)ﬂm a proposed Forest
Legacy Area thxf.ﬁtﬁtnplues much of the Westfleld River

7 =d
Lo AR
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Proposed Forest
Legacy Boundary

— e ———
Tt i S .

Watershed, would enable landawners in all or pare of 33
additional towns to be eligible for Forest Legacy funds.
Azcording to TNC, the nominating sponsor, this new area
supporss some of the largest and least fragmented forest
Iandscapes In the state and New England. Through their
scentific planning process, TNC identified this ares a3 & top
priority conservation site since It supports 39 state-listed
specias and two federally-listed spedies, containg critical
aguatic resources, and represents significant opportunitas
for continued economic and recreational uses.

If the Berkshire Plateau designation i approved, landowners
within the designated area will be able to work with the
region’s sponsor organization. TNC, to submit comservation
projects to a state Forest Legacy Committee This commitzee
is responsible for prioriting the Forest Legacy applications
from across the state and forwarding thelr recommendation



new tools for CONSErvation

the forest legacy program:

Bringing Federal Funds to the Commonwealth

Western Massachusetts
is unique for its
integration of forest,
aquatic systems, and
wetlands. Through The
Nature Conservancy’s
ecoregional planning
process, it was found
that some of the
largest, most intact
forest ecosystems
in the Northeast
are here, including

five forest blocks, each
spanning 15,000 acres

Oor moreg.

cwunm

Proposed Forest Legacy Area ———
X with Protected Open Space e Mo donud
? : ‘2 + n - B Ponecsed scn ('gknmum,' 0

Ihe proposed Forest Legacy area encompasses 380,000 acres in Western Massachusetts. The area provides
much-necded habitat for wade-ranging animals, ke the bobeat (below)

These forests provide important
habitat for wide-ranging mammals and
interior nesting birds, keep our water
supply clean by buffering rivers and
wetland systems, and offer significant '
opportunities for recreation and

CCONOMIC WSCS.

However, approximately 70%
of the region’s forested areas lack
formal protection, leaving much of it
vulnerable to development, utiliries,
and new roadways. To more effectively
leverage our land protection efforts,
The Narure Conservancy has proposed
thar nearly 380,000 acres in Western
Massachusetts be designated a Forest
Legacy Area,

The Forest Legacy Program was
established in 1990 to promote the
long-term integrity of forestlands,
Administered through the U.S. Forest
Service, it provides funding to prorect
lands for continuing tradicional forest
uses, maintenance of public water
supplies; recreational opportunities, and
integrity of ecological resources.

Within a Forest Legacy Area, willing
sellers, often with the assistance of a
seate agency or land trust organization,
apply for Forest Legacy funding
through the Forest Legacy Area
sponsor. This is used to purchase
conservanon restrictons on th‘if

property, Landowners retain ownership,
but convey development rights to the
town, state, or federal entities,

Forest Legacy funds can be
used towards 75% of the cost of
purchasing the restriction, which
allows organizations like The Nature
Conservancy to greatly leverage its
own funds.

“We're excited about the Forest
Service'’s interest in the arca, as the
Forest Legacy Program is a key
source of land protection dollars,”
said Director of Land Protection Rob
Warren, “If the proposal is accepred,
we could begin working with interested
landowners soon 1o protect
important tracts.” (3

For more information, or to
support our efforts in Western
Mass, contact Kathy Spellman at
(617) 227-7017 ext. 302

Conservation Acrass the Commonwealth ] Summer 2003 | 3
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Berkshire Eagle

Forest lands may soon get legacy status
By Glenn Drohan
Berkshire Eagle Staff

Friday, July 18, 2003 -

State and federal officials confirmed this week that the U.S. Forest Service expects to approve plans Fhis
summer to designate about 380,000 acres in Western Massachusetts a "forest legacy district,” including
substantial land in Berkshire County.

The designation would mean the federal government could fund 75 percent of the cost of acquiring :
development rights from interested landowners in the district to protect forest areas and wildlife habitat.

"This is great," said Todd Warren, director of land protection for the Massachusetts chapter of The Nature
Conservancy, which submitted the application for the district. "We're excited about the Forest Service's_
interest in the area, and state agencies have been supportive. In a few short months, we could have this
area designated and could start protecting important tracts."

600-square-mile area

Using a geographic information system analysis, the conservancy identified a roughly 600-square-mile area
west of the Connecticut River and north of the Massachusetts Turnpike as having one of the most densely
forested areas in Massachusetts. o

The new district would be designated as the Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Area and would include four
large tracts of virtually undisturbed forests of 15,000 acres or more, which the conservancy has designated
as priority areas, Warren said.

According to a map provided by The Nature Conservancy, the Berkshire Plateau area would include land in
the Berkshire County communities of Dalton, Cheshire, Savoy, Lanesboro, Pittsfield, Windsor, Otis, Hinsdale,
Peru, Washington, Middlefield, Lee and Lenox.

Other towns In the district would include Huntington, Montgomery, Westhampton, Blandford, Russell,
Ashfield, Williamsburg, Goshen, Cummington, Worthington and Chesterfield.

The forest legacy designation would have limited or no effect on the longer-range proposal to create a
national forest in Western Massachusetts, according to Warren and Robert O'Connor, director of land and
forest policy for the state Executive Office of Environmental Affairs.

In fact, it could provide two alternatives and two separate funding sources to protect forest land.

O'Connor said boundaries for a proposed national forest have not been mapped, but officials are looking at
areas north of the Berkshire Plateau area that would naturally connect with the 350,000-acre Green
Mountain National Forest in Vermont.

Officials have said establishing a national forest in Massachusetts could take years, if not decades, while
forest protection under the legacy program could start almost immediately.

Massachusetts is one of only seven states that do not have national forests, but it has six forest legacy
districts, including two in Berkshire County, the Taconic Range and Stockbridge Yokun Ridge. Under the
legacy program, the Forest Service does not buy properties but obtains conservation easements from willing
landowners.

http://www.berkshireeagle.com/cda/article/print/0,1674,101%7E7514%7E1519139,00.html 07/18/2003
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The new district would be the second-largest after the Nashua River Greenway near the city of Worcester,
which includes 486,000 acres. Other areas are the North Quabbin Corridor, the Connecticut Valley and
Estabrook Woods. State officials have also announced plans to apply for an eighth district, Quinebaug Forest,
in the towns of Monson, Wales, Brimfield, Holland, Sturbridge and Southbridge.

Under the program, a sponsoring organization, in this case The Nature Conservancy, identifies interested
landowners in a district and helps them get paid for federal conservation easements on their properties.

State approval is needed, and the sponsoring organizations must arrange for the additional 25 percent of the
cost, which could come from private sources and available state funds.

Since landowners retain ownership In the properties, they stay on the tax rolls, but no commercial
development is allowed. The land can still be used for timbering and recreational activities. The Forest
Service can take no easements by eminent domain but must work only with willing sellers.

According to The Nature Conservancy, land in the Berkshire Plateau district includes 39 rare species of plant
and wildlife, in addition to an abundance of mammals and birds that need large forest tracts to survive.

They include the black bear, bobcat, fisher, mink, moose and a large variety of migratory songbirds.

About 70 percent of forested land in the plateau area lacks formal protection, leaving it vulnerable to
development, utilities and new roadways, according to the conservancy. Development could lead to
fragmented habitat, leaving smaller forest tracts more susceptible to destruction from insect infestations,
blight and natural disasters such as fires and tornadoes.

"Smaller pieces can be wiped out," Warren said.

Other benefits of protecting large tracts of forest land are maintaining scenic views and the rural character of
communities and protecting water supplies, he said.

He said the abundance of land already protected in the Berkshire Plateau, either through state ownership or
nonprofit land conservation groups, made the area a natural for the legacy program,

Not all the land within a district is eligible for federal funding. According to Warren, properties must be 90
percent or more woodlands and must contain no major roads.

Late-summer approval

Deidre Raimo, Northeast coordinator for the Forest Service Legacy Program, said "it is likely" the Berkshire
Plateau area will be approved by late summer,

The designation has already received letters of support from the Selectmen in Ashfield, Cummington,
Willlamsburg and Dalton, conservation commissions in Huntington, Lanesboro, Savoy and Williamsburg, the
Hilltown Land Trust, state Division of Fisheries and Wildlife, Massachusetts Woodlands Cooperative, New
England Forestry Foundation, Pioneer Valley Planning Commission, Trustees of Reservations, Westfield
Watershed Association and Westfield River Wild & Scenic Advisory Committee.

http /Iwww.berkshireeagle.com/cda/article/print/0,1674,101%7E7514%7E15191 39,00.html 07/18/2003
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Funds for protection are limited
By Gienn Drohan
Berkshire Eagle Statf

Friday, July 18, 2003 -
Just because land is designated as eligible for protection under the federal Forest Legacy program does not
mean it will get protected.

In fact, considerably less than 1 percent of the land designated as legacy districts since the program began
in Massachusetts in 1993 has actually received federal funding for conservation easements that prohibit
development.

'Fierce’ competition

"Competition for the funds within this program is fierce," said Theodore "Tad" Ames, executive directqr of the
Berkshire Natural Resources Council in Pittsfield, which is the sponsoring organization for the Stockbridge
Yokun Ridge and Taconic Range legacy areas in this county,

The Yokun Ridge area contains 11,630 acres, but only about 400 acres have been protected under the legacy
program, according to Ames. The Taconic Range area has 72,740 acres, with about 630 protected under the
program, he said.

Statewide, the numbers are similar, with only about 3,000 of more than 624,000 acres In six legacy districts
recelving funding, according to Robert O'Connor, director of land and forest policy for the Executive Office of
Environmental Affairs.

"It's still very positive," O'Connor said yesterday. "I think we got about $1.6 million for the legacy program
last fiscal year, By increasing the number of areas that can apply, hopefully we will increase the federal
funding we get. If one or two projects get done in this area, that's one or two that might not have happened
otherwise."

Deidre Raimo, Northeast coordinator for the Forest Legacy program, said about 38 states have joined the
program, which was established by Congress in 1590.

"It's competitive, and there certainly are limited funds,” Raimo said.

On the bright side, she said, appropriations have grown steadily over the years, reaching a high of $68
million in 2002. This year, about $85 million could be appropriated, depending on the outcome of a bill being
reviewed by the Joint Appropriations Committee for the House and Senate,

Land to be protected this year Includes 213 acres in Egremont and 800 acres in Mount Washington, Ames
said.

Fears that the legacy designation could take valuable land off local tax rolls are exaggerated, according to
Todd Warren, director of land protection for the Massachusetts Chapter of The Nature Conservancy, the
Sponsoring organization for the 380,000-acre Berkshire Plateau legacy area, which is expected to be
approved by the U.S. Forest Service late this summer.

First, Warren said, landowners maintain ownership of their properties, which mean they are still listed on :
local tax rolls. Second, he said, much of the land Involved is already taxed at a lower rate under the state's
Chapter 61 program.

http://www.berkshireeagle.com/cda/articIe!print/O,] 674,101%7E7514%7E1519140,00.html 07/18/2003
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"This is not to dodge the fact that there will be cases where there will be an impact," Warren sald. "But the
Impact of the reduction of property taxes oftan goes to the question of how much development capability
thers would be for a given property.”

In many cases, he said, the land could contain small amounts of road frontage, which would severely limit
development opportunity. The program also requires SO percent of a property to contain woodiands, which
means significant land within some districts would not be eligible.

"One more tool'

Frank Lowenstein, southern New England/New York director of forest conservation for The Nature
Conservancy In Sheffieid, cailed the logacy program *just one maore tool in the toolbox.*

"There's not a massive amount of funding. Typically, in Massachusetts, one to three projects a year are
funded, ranging from a dozen acres to 600 acres,” Lowanstein said, "My guess would be, in an ideal world,
we're probably going to see 1,000 to 2,000 acres a year protected statewide.”

O'Connor agreed,

“There's no |ntent there will ever be enough money to protect an entire district, It just aflows us to find the
best projects within an area,” he sald. "In some years, we might not have any projects, because it's a ‘willing
seller’ thing, But making bigger areas allows us to get better applications and maybe Increase the amount of
money we get from the federal government,*

Of the other legacy districts already established in Massachusotts, the Nashua River Greenway contains
460,000 acres, Estabrook Woods (outside of Concord) 6,887, Connecticut River Valley, 11,760 and North
Quabbin Corridor, 61,527.

O'Connor said the addition of the Berkshire Plateau area and proposed Quinebaug Mountain area will mean
about 20 percent of land in the state will be designated as legacy districts.

“It's meant to pick the very best land avallable,” he said. "Other states have pretty much designated their
entire states a4 legacy districts. We wanted to be more selective.*

http://www.berkshireeagle.com/cda/article/print/0, 1674, 101%7E7514%7E1519140,00.html  07/18/2003
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A dubious forest legacy

Monday, July 21, 2003 -

The preservation of forests for wildlife habitat and recreation Is a worthy goal, but it's hard to see how
designating 380,000 acres of Western Massachusetts as a "forest legacy district” when there is almost no
money to acquire development rights from landownars advances that cause. Without money, it's an exercise
in samantics. Massachusetts should look suspiciously upon any efforts to create a national forest on the
Berkshire Barrier, given the appalling mismanagement of the Green Mountain National Forest in Vermont and
2ll our national forests. The United States Forest Service, now run by a former lobbyist for the forest
products industry, manages these forests as tree farms to supply industry with subsidized timber, giving
short shrift to environmental concerns and the views of ordinary ctizens. Much of the land in question
already enjoys protection as state forest land or municipal watershed, and the health of the bear population
testifies to its effectiveness. If we really care about the natural values of our forest land here In Western
Massachusetts, handing them over to the federal government with no assurance they will not be exploited or
mismanaged IS no way to protect them.

Tweaking the Brownfields Act

In an ideal world, companies sitting on polluted property would clean up the mess without fear or favor, but
in the real world, in the absence of liabifity relief, companies will, In the words of Representative Peter Larkin
of Pittsfield, *wrap the property in barbed wire and watch our Inner communities die.” The Brownfields Act
Mr. Larkin heiped author has been Instrumental in the reviving of polluted land, and a House revision to that
legisiation protecting corporations from future liability as long as & site is cleaned to state standards while
they own it will further encourage the return of polluted land to good use. Liability relief is complex, as
polluters cannot be totally absolved of responsibility and there will be instances when land will only be
partially restored in reaching a middle ground acceptable o corporations and communities. This revision, If
approved by the Senate and signed into law, provides greater flexibility for all partles, and in the process,
places even more responsibllity on the state Department of Environmental Protection, which backs the
changes. The DEP's work on the Pittsfield PCB cleanup settiement suggests it can handie the responsibility,

hittp://www.berkshireeagle.com/cda‘article/print/0,1674,101%7E626 7%7E1523996,00.html  08/07/2003
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Many benefits of forest legacy program

Tuesday, July 29, 2003 -
To the Editor of THE EAGLE: -

Glenn Drohan's July 18 piece, "Forest lands may soon get legacy status,” was well-written and researchad.
Unfortunately, The Eagle's editorial response on July 21, "A dublous forest legacy” presents a distorted view
of the program.

Drohan quotes Rob Warren and Robert O'Connor! “The forest legacy designation would have limited or no
effect on the longer-range proposal to create a national forest in Western Massachusetts,” Yet the Eagle
editorial ties the two together by blurring forest legacy Into a tirade against the U.S, Forest Service.

U.S. Forest Service founder Gifford Pinchot’s vision wos to create an agency that would help private forest
landawners conserve and properly manage their forest lands. And while much of the attention today is
focused on the public National Forest System, the U.S, Forest Service division of state and private forestry
has quietly fulfilled this vision, Forest legacy and forest stewardship are programs administered by state and
private forestry that have an excellent record In Massachusetts, In tandem they work even better: a
conservation easement on a threatenad parcel of land is purchased through the forest legacy program and
an ecologically sensitive management plan is prepared with cost share money from the forest stewardship
program, The property remains in private ownership and ts managed privately, yet the public goals of
watershod and forest protection are fulfilled without addad taxpayer expense.

Contrary to The Eagle's editorisl comments there is much more to the proposad Berkshire plateau forest
legacy area than state forest land or municipal watershed. People enjoy living and working there and much
of the forest land is privately owned. Yet suburban sprawl threatens the natural beauty and ecological
integrity of this area. For those landowners who choose to protect their land from future development and
provide the public benefits that well-managed forest land offers, the forest legacy program is a good tool and
worthy of The Eagle's support.

JAMES CAFFREY

Windsor, July 23, 2003

http://www. berkshireengle.com/cda‘article/print/0,1674, 101 % 7E6268%7E1539245,00.htm]  08/07/2003
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Forest legacy works in state

Friday, August 01, 2003 -
To the Editor of THE EAGLE:-

In its July 21 editorial, The Berkshire Eagle questioned how a forest legacy area would advance the worthy
goal of conserving our forests, The editorial noted that there Is "almost no money to acquire development
rights from landowners,” and that "handing [the forests] over to the federal government with no assurance
they will not be exploited or mismanaged is no way to protect them." We would like to address The Eagle's
concerns and correct some misinterpretations of the forest legacy program.

Through the U.S. Forest Service, the forest legacy program provides funding to work cooperatively with
landowners to assure that their lands remain a forest. The program expressly prohibits anything other than
voluntary participation by landowners. In a typical forest legacy project, a private landowner retains
ownership of his/her property, and sells a permanent restriction on their land (called a "conservation
restriction"). Conservation restrictions limit use to traditional forest uses, prohibiting future development on
the land.

in Massachusetts, conservation restrictions are usually held by an environmental agency of the
commonwealth, not the federal government, Federal forest legacy funds can be used for up to 75 percent of
the cost of the project. Designation of the new forest legacy area will make landowners eligible for such
funding, but will neither compel anyone to participate nor place lands under the management of the federal
government.

Despite the current economic climate, funding for forest legacy projects in Massachusetts has been strong.
In the past three years, almost $3.5 million has been appropriated for forest legacy projects in the
commonwealth, some closed, some pending, which will protect over 2,200 acres. Of these amounts, 1,795
acres are in Berkshire County, accounting for $2.2 million in funding.

Finally, it is Important to understand the difference between the forest legacy program and the national
forest system. The current discussions about a possible national forest in Massachusetts will be neither
inhibited nor enhanced if the proposed forest legacy area is designated. The two issues are separate and
have quite different pathways to creation.

We remain hopeful that the U.S. Forest Service will share our view of the importance of forest conservation
in this region and will approve the new area. Landowners who want to resist the pressure to develop their
lands need and deserve this type of assistance. Over time, the development pressures now being felt in
South County and other pockets will spread, and saving the very character of the Berkshires will depend in
part on conserving its forests.

We hope that the editorial board of The Berkshire Eagle will review this information and consider revising its
stance on the new forest legacy area.

WAYNE KLOCKNER
TAD AMES
pittsfield, July 23, 2003

Wayne Klockner is Massachusetts State Director, The Nature Conservancy. Tad Ames is president,
Berkshire Natural Resources Council.

http://www.berkshireeagle.com/cda/article/print/0,1674,101%7E6268%7E] 545868,00.html 08/07/2003
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US plans to protect
W. Mass. forest site

ASLCCMTED MESS

rights if the owner
agrees to sell. Title to the land re-
malins with the laasdowner, who

for more than 10 years, but Ity
starting %o pick up steam,” said
Neal E Bungard of the Forest Ser-
vice in Durham. "In the last fow

years, appropriations bave been
an&omm
tect land they might not have bad

the resources to protect other-
wise"

The property owner can apply
directly to the Forest Service to seil
the rights, or local, state, or pei-
Vviite £rOups can approach proper-
&y owners 10 see if they are [nter-
ested in selling.

The Nature Conservancy, a
nonprofit group, has been active

ren of the Nature Conservancy,

Priority is typically given to
large, unbroken forests; wood-
lands that adjoln protected for-
eaty; forewts In which endangured
species are found; or forests in a
watershed for 4 water supply, he
sald

In Massachusetts, §1.68 mil-
lion is scheduled to be spent this
fiscal year for three projects, in-
duding protection of 213 acres in
Egremont and 500 ucres in Mount
Wishington.

Governmeat offictals in Ash-
fleld, Cummington, Dalton, Wil
ough, Savoy, and Worthlngton
sapport the
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Land to

SPRINGFIELD, Maan
(AP) = About 600 square
miles of land in western
Massachusetts is sched-
uled to be designated a
Fozeat Logacy district,
U.8, Forost Sarvice offi+
ciale say.

The program provides
federal funds for states to
buy development rights to
privately owned but envi-
ronmentaily valuabloe tim-
berland, protecting it from
commercial, induatrisl or
residential development.
Some managed logging may
be allowed.

Creation of the district,

be designated forest legacy distri

propoaed for 380,000 acres
located primarily west of
Interstate 91 and north of
the Massachusetts
Turnpike, i3 expected to be
approved by the end of the
summor, said Deirdre

Raimeo, the program coordi-

nator in the Forest
Service's Durham, N.H. of-
fice,

The program provides up
to 76 porcont of the cost to
purchase the development
rights, if the owner agrees
to sell. The title to the land
remains with the landown-
er, who must agres to s
management plan for the

properly.

“The program has been
around for more than 10
vears, but it's starting to
pick up steam," said Neal
E. Bungard of the Foreat
Service’s Durham, N.H., of-
fice. "In the last fow years,
appropriations have been
increasing. It helps the
states protect land they
might not have had the re-
soutrees to protect othors
wise.”

The property owner can
apply directly to the Forest
Service to sell the rights, or
local, state or private
groups can approach prop-

orty owners Lo see if they
are interested in selling.

Thoe Nature Conservancy
have been active in the pro-
gram, often recruiting in-
terested property owners
and preparing applications
for legacy funds

While all properties with-
in a Forest monnnw distriet
are eligible, those approved
for the program often have
a particular environmental
vialue, said Robert L
Warren of the Nature
Conservancy.

Priority is typically given
1o large unbroken forests,
woodlunds that adjoin pre-

tected forests, such as s
state or national forest;
forasts in which endan-
gered spucies are found; or
forests in a watershed for a
water supply, he sad.

In Massachusetts, $1.63
million ia scheduled te be
Apent this fiscal yeur for
three projects, ineluding
protection of 213 acresin
Egremont and 800 acres in
Mount Washington.

Government officiale in
Ashfield, Cummuington,
Dalton, Williamsburg,
Huntington, Laneshoro,
Savoy and Worthington \

106

support the designation.

DRAFT



DRAFT

sp0'iol  AlIve
wR ‘OVATAONTHES

£00z 21 Inf
AYONALYS
NVOIlENnd3¥ 3IHL

DRAFT

Ty
uaﬁw'-‘sn 094 aumm

u-qmuimbq; HOIE 808 44 et s ‘
- Wiagin
n'-'!ﬂmimmz mq ,,’ '

eI
;§§

si
i1 :
% i

s%gis

=

i

i

7 Eaéﬁg

i

ga ?

107

i
i 32 {%JE
ggg 555
ithas:

! g%’%egﬁﬁ%

udordds
mm
uuzﬁk"“ﬁﬂ
Paysnqesy

8 ? §
7é 3“3':’3 2 39.-!

pa1p Anbay !
p 1 jses04 pesodoiy

i :%%"a
il £

SSOpif 10 vom qoIg |
15004 °S

OJJQ )SOUI0,]




DRAFT

DRAFT

108

E?

siE

§E5 g’ >8

%ii é
ag ;g;sg

g Ea g'gﬁ

i

'z
El
()
e
@
%
Rl =Y



DRAFT

Berkshire Plateau Forest Legacy Arca Nomination

B What is the Forest Legacy Program?

The Forest Legsey Program is a federsl land protection
program established in 1990 t© promose tse long-temm
sategney of forestlands ‘This national
sdminmtesod by the US, Forest Service, provides
milions of dollar eack year in fedenn] funding 1o
parscipatmy states. Funds are wied for the

wlentification and p som of environmentally
imporant pavately owsed woodlinds that are
threatened by converson 10 non-forest uses,
Massachusetzs formally jomied the program in 1993,
when our “Assessment of Need” documeat was
sccepted by the US. Depastenent of Agriculture
Secretary. The program provides fonding o provect
fands for continuing toaditional forest uses, mamienance
of public water supplies, tecicational appottunities, snd
integnty of ecological wesources. Under the Forest
Legacy Program, coaseevation groups working with
private landowners can nominate propesties for Forest
nominations are ceviewed st the state and canonal levels
a0d, if suceessful, the landowner is pasd for granting s
conservaton rescuon over ther knd to 3
governmenta! cutity at any level (town, state, or federal).
After s Forest Legacy Area is established, there is no
obligation to participate in the progrum—only willing
landowness will be affected.

B Why Here?

As you know, the Berkshire Plateau has excellent forest
resources thar could benefit from additsonal funding to
protect theny Tadeed, within the proposed Forest
Legacy Asea i one of the Iaegest roadiess aress
retnaining in Massachusetts, The ares within the
proposed boandary provides habitat for 39 state-luted
specics and 2 federally-fisted species, contams and
buffers concsl nquatic resoarces {including ansdmmous
and coldwates f{ish labsat 35 well 25 overall excellent
watet guabty with some surface waters thar meet
drisdang watce stundards), and represents symificant
opporntunay for continued recreational (nchuding the
Appalschian Teal) and sconomic uses.

Yet dowpite these excepisonal chasacrentio, 70 of
these 0eN ate Gripe d from 00 10
aon-forest uses. Tracts of forestiand cohaoce scenic
wiews, provide protection for water supplies, sustain the

DRAFT

forest cconomy, and maintamn menl chasscter.
Designation as s Fotest Legacy Aren will bring increasesd
opportunities for the conservaton of these values.

B What is The Nature Conservancy?

The sponsoning otganiation, The Namre Consesvancy,
15 an intetmational conervation omgantxation whode
mussion is to preserve the plants, snumals, sod nataral
communzics that represent the diversity of hife on Eanh
by protecting the lands and waters they need 10 survive
Through 2 saenufic phnning process, we identified
mmluusoﬁhch’ghulminpomncqlhc
Beskshite Platean is n 1op prionty sesoss a 12-state
tepon. Proposing a Forest Lepacy Atea in this special
place 1 one of the many contribunons that we hope to
make t0 presesving the unique qualitics of the Berlshire
Phatoan.

R Why Now?

With widenpeead fiscal “belt-ughtoning” acrom the
Comumonwealth, the Forest Legacy Progeam can be an
mmporant new source of funds previoaly nnavadable o
communmics i the Betkshire Plitesy. And despete
shanking budgets i many govemment programs, the
Forest Legacy Program will Ekely be a more consistent
funding source due to the passage of the 2002 Farrm Bill

B What Can You Do?

Public participation is one of the critersa that will be
considered in demgnating this Forest Legacy Arca. We
would greadly appreciate 3 letser demonstrating your
suppaet for this proposal. If you choose 10 submat &
letter, plesse sead it ta:

Warren

¢/o The Noture Conservancy
205 Porthand Strect, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

We hope that you will be excited sbout the prospect of
having your comsmmity included in this volustary
program. Should you have any questions or concoms,
please contact Warren Archey (413.637 2729) or Rob
Waseen (617.227.7017 x.320),

109



DRAFT

MASSACHUSETTS FOREST LEGACY PROGRAM

Presented to the Westfield Wild & Scenic River Committee
May 1, 2003

*  Origin: 1990 Farm Bill, program implemented in Massachusetts in 1993

o Issue: Increasing fragmentation of forestland into smaller holding and an
increased number of ownerships. MA 1985: 20 A/forest landowner, MA
1999: 20 A/ forest fandowner.

o Issue: State and private land protection organizations unable to keep up
with rate of development.

@ Partial solution: Forest Legacy Program, implemented by the US Forest
Service, through its State and Private Forestry Program

e Program highlights:

¢ Willing seller/ willing buyer, no condemnations powers
o Favor conservation easements rather than outright ownership to extend
funds
o Cost share: 75% federal with in kind contributions (donations of
time/land)
o Designate a lead agency: Then Governor Weld designated program
administration to Massachusetts Bureau of Forestry
o Form a Forest Legacy Committee (appointed by the Massachusctts
Stewardship Committee)
o Develop “Assessment of Need™
¢ Identifies forest values to be protected (wood products, wildlife
habitat, recreational opportunities, riparian areas, public water
supply, scenic values)
* Demonstrates clear threat to loss of those resources
o Identifics Forest Legacy Arcas (16 proposed (Westfield River
Watershed was onc) /5 accepted)
o  Creates a “Forest Legacy Committee™ whose function is to screen
and forward projects to the US Forest Service
o Creates "Forest Legacy Area sponsors” whose function is to bring
proposals forward in response to an annual request for proposal

e Public participation

© Program meant (o be in harmony with existing public land acquisition
: DEM/F&EW/F&AMDC and SCORP (State Comprehensive
Outdoor Recreation Plan)
o Program meant to include: local land trusts, regional land trusts, watershed
associations, The Nature Conservancy, Trust for Public Lands, Trustees of
Reservations, Massachusetts Audubon Society, others
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o

Proposais arc brought forward by groups such as this and showing a
demonstrated effort to include input from those many individuals and
organizations that would be affected by the acquisition of Forest Legacy
Area lunds

o Results to date;

c

(&)

Of 16 Forest Legacy Arcas that were presented for approval, § were
selected, | has been added, and | has been expanded

Thirty five proposals have been submitted to the Forest Service for
funding

Fourteen tracts have been funded (the second highest number of any state
involved in the program)

Area acquired to date: 2,154 acres

Four additional tracts have been approved by the US Forest Service for
funding (nearly 1,000 acres)

The Forest Legacy Committee has approved (but has yet to receive
funding) for another 3,000 acres

Massachusetts has received nearly $4 million

Land donations (4) for the program have a value of over $5.8 million
Federal funding was sparse at first, but last year reached $69 million and
was divided among 27 states
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Board of Selectmen

Town of «Town»

«Address»

«Addressa»

«Towns, «States «PostalCodes

2 May 2003
Dear Members of the Board:

We are writing to inform you of our intention to nominate the Berkshire Plateau as a Forest
Area, a proposal that would nd on the already-established Forest Legacy Areas

Legacy
throughout Massachusetts. We like to briefly explain what the Forest Legacy Program
is, and how it could benefit forest resources in your town.

The Forest Legacy Program is a federal land protection program established in 1990 to
promote the long-term integrity of forestlands. This national program, administered by the
U.S. Forest Service, provides millions of dollars each year in federal funding to participating
states. Funds are used for the identification and protection of environmentally important
privately owned woodlands that are threatened by conversion to non-forest uses.
Massachusetts formally joined the program in 1993, when our “Assessment of Need”
document was sccepted by the U.S. Department of Agriculture Secretary. The program
provides funding to protect lands for continuing traditional forest uses, maintenance of
public water supplies, recreational opportunities, and integrity of ecological resources,
Forest Legacymgndmmuld in no way facilitate any National Forest boundary
expansion,

As you know, the Berkshire Plateau has excellent forest resources that could benefit from
additional funding to maintain them. Indeed, within the proposed Forest Legacy Area is one
oﬂhe!argestma'ﬁesswsremnininglnmehum «Town»'s forest resources are
important for many reasons. Tracts of forestland enhance scenic views, provide protection
for water supplies, sustain the forest economy, and maintain rural character. Designation of
a Forest Legacy Area that includes your town and neighboring communities will bring
increased opportunities for the conservation of these values.

ﬂnmmupcymnm,whnepmvﬁlngwmmuniﬁuwm:mthermdwpmmdr
local resources, does not burden towns with additional regulations or management
requirements, Because properties are protected through voluntary conservation restrictions
(legal devices that protect the properties from certain specified uses), current landowners can
retain ownership thus leaving the land on the municipal tax rolls. Once the Forest Legacy
Area is established, there is no obligation to participate in the program—only willing
landowners will be affected.

With widespread fiscal “belt-tightening” across the Commonwealth, the Forest Legacy

Program can be an important new source of funds previously unavailable to communities in

the Berkshire Plateau. And ite shrinking budgets in many government programs, the

fl:esll.egacy will likely be a more consistent funding source due to the passage of
2002 Farm B!
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We hope that you will be excited about the prospect of having your community included in
this voluntary program. Should you have any questions or concerns, please contact Warren
Archey (413.637.2729) or Rob Warren (617.227.7017 x.320). If you would like to show
support for this nomination, please send a letter to Warren Archey (c/o The Nature
Conservancy at the address on this letterhead) for inclusion in the nomination document.

Sincerely,

D Gl L alas~
Warren Archey, Ph.D. Rob Warren
Research Professor Director of Land Protection
University of Massachusetts The Nature Conservancy
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Mr. Andy Kendall

The Trustees of Reservations
527 Essex Street

Beverly, MA 01915-1530

Mr. Amos Eno

New England Forestry Foundation
450 West River St.

Orange, MA 01364

Wayne MacCallum, Director
Division of Fisheries and Wildlife
251 Causeway Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Ms. Laura Johnson
Massachusetts Audubon Socicty
208 South Great Rd.

Lmncoln, MA 01773

Dawvid Peters, Commissioner
Dept, of Fisheries, Wildlife, and
Environmental Law Enforcement
251 Causeway Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Mr, Matthew Delmonte

Pioncer Valley Planming Commuission
26 Central Street

West Springfield, MA 01089-2787

Mr. Peter Webber, Commissioner

Department of Environmental
Management

251 Causeway Street, Suite 600

Boston, MA 02114

DRAFT

Mr. Wes Ward

The Trustees of Reservations
527 Essex Street

Beverly, MA 01915-1530

Mr. Tim Storrow

New England Forestry Foundation
50 Forest Falls Dr,

Yarmouth, MA 04096

Mr. John Scanlon

Division of Fisheries and Wildlife
1 Rabbit Hill Rd.

Westboro, MA 01531

Mr. Bob Wilber

Massachusetts Audubon Society
208 South Great Rd.

Lincoln, MA 01773

Mr, Daane Cooke

Dept. of Fisheries, Wildlife, and
Environmental Law Enforcement
251 Causeway Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02114

Mr. Chris Curtis

Pionecer Valley Planning Commission
26 Central Street

West Springfield, MA 01089-2787

Ms. Irene DelBono

Department of Environmental
Management

251 Causeway Street, Suite 600

Boston, MA 02114
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Ms. Jocelyn Forbush

Highland Communities Initiative—
TTOR

5 Strong Avenue, Suite 4
Northampton, MA 01060

Ms. Carmrie Banks

Westfield Wild and Scenic Committee
15 Bank Row

Greenfield, MA 01301

Mr. Wil Hastings
Hilltown Land Trust
P.O. Box 259
Chesterfield, MA 01012

Mr, Tad Ames

Berkshire Natural Resources Council
20 Bank Row

Piusfield, MA 01201

Mr. Andy French

Silvio O, Conte NWR

52 Avenue A

Turmers Falls, MA 01376

Mr. Daniel Call

Westfield River Watershed
Association, Inc.

P.O. Box 1764

Westfield , MA 01086

Mr. Steve Anderson

Massachusetts Forest Stewardship
Program

433 West Street

Amberst, MA 01002



Matt Barron

Chesterficld Representative
54 Stage Road
Williamsburg, MA 01096

Dan Call

WRWA Representative
167 Whitaker
Westfield, MA 01085

Mercedes Gallagher
Becket Representative
P.O. Box 424

Becket, MA 01223

Liz Lacy

NPS Representative

15 Bank Row
Greenficld, MA 01301

Doug Poland

Washington Representative
Washington Mt. Rd.
Washington, MA 01223
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Merrie Bergmann
Cummington Representative
50 Main Street
Cummington, MA 01026

Chrnis Curtis

PVPC Representative

26 Central Street

W, Springficld, MA 01089

Debbie Kaczowski

Savoy Representative/
Conservation Commission
52 Haskins Rd.

Savoy, MA 01256

Carl Lafreniere
Middlefield Representative
P.O. Box 131

Middleficld, MA 01243

Bob Thompson

Chester Representative/ Conservation
Commission

10 Lyon Hill Rd.

Chester, MA 01011
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Jim Caffrey

Windsor Representative/ TTOR -
Notchview Reservation

83 Old Route 9

Windsor, MA 01270

Jocelyn Forbush

TTOR Representative

S Strong Ave.

Suite 4

Northampton, MA 01060

Joan Kimball

DFWELE Riverways/ Commonwealth
Representative

251 Causeway St. Suite 400

Boston, MA 02114

Jeff Penn

Huntington Rep./Hilltown
Land Trust

77 Worthington Rd.

Huntington, MA 01050

Diane Wells

Worthington Representative
149 Cudworth Rd
Worthington, MA 01098



Smooth Feed Sheets™

Conservation Commission .
Town of Ashfield

P.O. Box 560

Ashfield, MA 01330

Conservation Commission
Town of Cheshire

Box S

Cheshire, MA 01225

Conservation Commission
Town of Conway

P.O. Box 240

Conway, MA 01341

Conservation Commission
Town of Deerfield

Town Hall

8 Conway St.

Deerfield, MA 01373

Conservation Commission
Town of Huntington

P.O. Box 550

Huntington, MA 01050

Conservation Commission
Town of Lenox

6 Walker Street

Lenox, MA 01240

Conservation Commission
Town of Northampton
City Hall

210 Main St.
Northampton, MA 01060

Conservation Commission
Town of Pittsfield

City Hall

70 Allen St.

Pittsfield, MA 01201

Conservation Commission
Town of Savoy

Town Hall

720 Main St.

Savoy, MA 01256

Conservation Commission
Town of Westfield

City Hall

59 Court St.

Westfield, MA 01085-3754

@AVERYO Address Labels
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Conservation Commission
Town of Becket

Town Hall

557 Main Street

Becket, MA 01223

Conservation Commission
Town of Chester
P.O.Box 9

Chester, MA 01011

Conservation Commission
Town of Cummington
P.O. Box 124
Cummington, MA 01026

Conservation Commission
Town of Goshen

P.O. Box 124

Goshen, MA 01032

Conservation Commission
Town of Lanesborough

Newton Memorial Town Hall

P.O. Box 1492
Lanesborough, MA 01237

Conservation Commission
Town of Middlefield

P.O. Box 265
Middlefield, MA 01243

Conservation Commission
Town of Otis

P.O. Box 237

Otis, MA 01253

Conservation Commission
Town of Plainfield

344 Main St.

Plainfield, MA 01070

Conservation Commission
Town of Southampton
P.O. Box 276
Southampton, MA 01073

Conservation Commission
Town of Westhampton
Town Hall

One South Rd.
Westhampton, MA 01027
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Conservation Commission
Town of Blandford

P.O. Box 101

Blandford, MA 01008

Conservation Commission
Town of Chesterfield

P.O. Box 33

Chesterfield, MA 01012

Conservation Commission
Town of Dalton

Town Hall

426 Main Street

Dalton, MA 01226

Conservation Commission
Town of Hinsdale

Town Hall

P.O. Box 80395

Hinsdale, MA 01235

Conservation Commission
Town of Lee

Town Hall

32 Main St.

Lee, MA 01238

Conservation Commission
Town of Montgomery

161 Main Rd.
Montgomery, MA 01085

Conservation Commission
Town of Peru

P.O. Box 479

Peru, MA 01235

Conservation Commission
Town of Russell

P.O. Box 407

Russell, MA 01071

Conservation Commission
Town of Washington
P.O.Box 98

Washington, MA 01223

Conservation Commission
Town of Whately

Box 89

Whately, MA 01093

Laser 5160®
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Conservation Commission -

Town of Williamsburg
P.O. Box 447
Williamsburg, MA 01039

@0915 Joj jejdway asn

DRAFT

s)aqe7 ssaippy emanv@

Conservation Commission Conservation Commission
Town of Windsor Town of Worthington
Town Hall ‘ P.O. Box 247

3 Hinsdale Rd. Worthington, MA 01098

Windsor, MA 01270

w1S193US Pasy Yioows
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Smooth Feed Sheets™

Board of Selectmen
Town of Ashfield
P.O. Box 560
Ashfield, MA 01330

Board of Selectmen
Town of Cheshire
Box S

Cheshire, MA 01225

Board of Selectmen
Town of Conway
P.O. Box 240
Conway, MA 01341

Board of Selectmen
Town of Deerfield
Town Hall

8 Conway St.
Deerfield, MA 01373

Board of Selectmen
Town of Huntington
P.O. Box 550
Huntington, MA 01050

Board of Selectmen
Town of Lenox
6 Walker Street
Lenox, MA 01240

Board of Selectmen
Town of Northampton
City Hall

210 Main St.
Northampton, MA 01060

Board of Selectmen
Town of Pittsfield
City Hall

70 Allen St.
Pittsfield, MA 01201

Board of Selectmen
Town of Savoy
Town Hali

720 Main St.
Savoy, MA 01256

Board of Selectmen

Town of Westfield

City Hall

59 Court St.

Westfield, MA 01085-3754

@AVERY@ Address Labels

Board of Selectmen
Town of Becket
Town Hall .
557 Main Street
Becket, MA 01223

Board of Selectmen
Town of Chester
P.O. Box 9
Chester, MA 01011

Board of Selectmen
Town of Cummington
P.O. Box 124
Cummington, MA 01026

Board of Selectmen
Town of Goshen
P.O.Box 124
Goshen, MA 01032

Board of Selectmen

Town of Lanesborough
Newton Memorial Town Hall
P.O. Box 1492
Lanesborough, MA 01237

Board of Selectmen
Town of Middlefield
P.O. Box 265
Middlefield, MA 01243

Board of Selectmen
Town of Otis

P.O. Box 237

Otis, MA 01253

Board of Selectmen
Town of Plainfield
344 Main St,
Plainfield, MA 01070

Board of Selectmen
Town of Southampton
P.O. Box 276
Southampton, MA 01073

Board of Sclectmen

Town of Westhampton
Town Hall

One South Rd.
Westhampton, MA 01027
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Board of Selectmen
Town of Blandford
P.O. Box 101
Blandford, MA 01008

Board of Selectmen
Town of Chesterfield
P.O. Box 33
Chesterfield, MA 01012

Board of Selectmen
Town of Dalton
Town Hall

426 Main Street
Dalton, MA 01226

Board of Selectmen
Town of Hinsdale
Town Hall

P.O. Box 80395
Hinsdale, MA 01235

Board of Selectmen
Town of Lee

Town Hall

32 Main St.

Lee, MA 01238

Board of Selectmen
Town of Montgomery
161 Main Rd.
Montgomery, MA 01085

Board of Selectmen
Town of Peru

P.O. Box 479

Peru, MA 01235

Board of Selectmen
Town of Russell
P.O. Box 407
Russell, MA 01071

Board of Selectmen
Town of Washington
P.O. Box 98
Washington, MA 01223

Board of Selectmen
Town of Whately
Box 89

Whately, MA 01093

Laser 5160%®



Smooth Feed Sheets™ Use template for 5160%

Board of Selectmen . ., Board of Selectmen Board of Selectmen
Town of Williamsburg - Town of Windsor Town of Worthington
P.O. Box 447 Town Hall P.O. Box 247
Williamsburg, MA 01039 3 Hinsdale Rd. Worthington, MA 01098

Windsor, MA 01270

@Avemm Address Labels Laser  5160%
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