Massachusetts Forestry Committee 

Harvard Forest, Petersham MA

September 7, 2005


Minutes
Attendees: Jim DiMaio (DCR), John Conkey (Licensed Timber Harvester), David Foster (Public at Large), Loring Schwarz (Environmental Organization), Richard DeGraaf ( Fisheries & Wildlife), Paul Barten (Water Supply), Harry Webb (Landowners), Roger Plourde (Consulting Forester), Len Roberts (Sawmill Industry), Jim Soper (Committee consultant), Mike Fleming (DCR Forest Legacy consultant), Howard Mason (former Committee member) and Dolores Boogdanian (DCR Legal Counsel)

*  *  *  *  *  *  *  

Meeting called to order at 2:00 PM with all nine committee members present.

Ground Rules

1. Committee discussions and deliberations should be conducted in a respectful and professional manner.

2. Equal opportunity to participate in discussions and deliberations shall be provided to all committee members.

Agenda changes

Jan. 10, 2005 date in Charge-to-the-Committee was changed to Jan. 10, 2006.

Discussion with Legal Counsel

The Committee is a government body and is required to be open to the public.  Statements and questions by members of the public may be received at an appointed time on the meeting agenda.  Written comments may be submitted to the committee.  Minutes must be taken and made public. Subcommittees must follow the same rules if and when they are formed.  Handouts: Government Bodies; Public Record Law; Conflict of Interest

Actions

· Legal Counsel to clarify the extent that written documents need to be public record outside of a scheduled meeting.

· Jim DiMaio to work with Legal Counsel to form questions to the State Ethics Committee regarding conflict of interest where professional guidance and business conduct cross.

Nomination and election of Chair and Vice Chair


Actions

· Motion by John Conkey to elect Paul Barten as Chairman and Roger Plourde as Vice Chairman, seconded by Len Roberts.  Motion was passed with a unanimous vote.

Charge to Committee 

Handouts: Charge to Committee by DCR Director of State Parks and Recreation and Chief Forester (9/7/05); Renewal extension of Ch. 132 Forest Cutting Practices Act until January 10, 2006; copy of Forest Cutting Practices Act.

Actions

· Committee charged with becoming familiar with Ch. 132 Forest Cutting Practices Act in order to discuss challenges and opportunities at the next meeting.

· Jim DiMaio to provide 132 data, analysis of current 132 (long-term/short term objectives with alternatives, and have two service foresters comment on Ch. 132.

· November 2, 2005 and December 14, 2005 were selected by consensus as the next meeting dates; 2-5pm at Harvard Forest, Petersham, MA

Discussion of Committee Mission, Objectives and Program of Work

The first specific goal of the Committee is to revise and recommend changes to Ch. 132 Forest Cutting Practices Act.  Members also identified prominent issues that the Committee may address in the future.  They include, but are not limited to: outreach to public officials and decision makers, forest landowners, and the general public, fragmentation, sprawl, tax policies that influence forest conservation, and market development for low grade materials.   

Summary of Public comment session

Bernie Bergeron spoke on behalf of the Massachusetts Wood Producers.  He submitted written comments (attached).  In summary, the Mass. Wood Producers feel that the current short-term objective wording is negative, derogatory, and not in compliance with the spirit of the 132 law. In general, present regulations have gone far beyond the intent of the regulations.

Bob Perschel, Northeast Representative for the Forest Guild questioned whether any short-term objectives could be considered to be "sound forestry." The FG advocates only long-term management.  He distributed three policy statements from the FG website to the committee and noted the upcoming discussions of pending legislation at an upcoming FG meeting in Santa Fe, NM. He provided information on proposed legislation H 1306.

Bruce Spencer, speaking as a forest landowner, did not support the designation of long- or short-term objectives because his interpretation of 132 is that only long-term forestry is allowed. He noted that short-term objectives lead to forest depletion while long-term maximizes revenue through silviculture.

Mike Mauri, consulting forester and representative of the Forest Guild stated that the Mass. Forestry Committee’s role is strictly limited to consideration of Chap 132.   He went on to express concern that DCR is approving short-term objective harvesting that is negative and detrimental to the forest as well as the intent of 132. He stated that no licensed forester should be allowed to do short-term harvests. He also stated that the long-term and short-term objective check-off sends "a horrendous message."

Susan Benoit, landowner and advocate of sustainable forestry expressed the concern that landowner rights in Chap 132 are contradictory.  That is, landowners may not have any rights including those related to the management of vegetation. She highlighted the need to have full accountability and disclosure by those who design or conduct timber harvesting, including, but not limited to, merchantable volume calculations, fair market value, etc. by the forester, buyer, or logger.

Mike Leonard, licensed forester, private consulting forester expressed interest in sound forest management according to 132.  He expressed concern about the current language in 132 and suggested the use of “or” in lieu of “and” to better describe the need to practice long-term forest management and have licensed foresters only prepare long-term cutting plans.  He briefly summarized and supported pending legislation (H.1306 and H.1307) that would prohibit any forester from filing short-term cutting plans and require that all long-term cutting plans be filed by a licensed forester.  In addition, it would require the forester licensing program to be managed by the Massachusetts Licensing Board. 

Howard Mason, forester and previous Massachusetts Forestry Committee member, stated that the Committee should go beyond that of providing regulation for the Forest Cutting Practices Act and in the past the Committee often discuss Massachusetts forestry issues and provided recommendation.  He express that the role of the Committee is very important to the future of Massachusetts forests.

Meeting was adjourned at 5:20 pm
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