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The Tree Farm Program has been very •
active at the national, American Tree
Farm System (ATFS), and at the local,
Oregon Tree Farm System (OTFS), levels on several fronts. There are four ar- •
eas I think are of particular interest to
Oregon’s tree farmers. These areas are:
1) certification, 2) landowner recertification, 3) funding, and, 4) political advo- •
cacy.
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Certification: This topic can seem abstract and of little importance in our dayto-day managing of our forests, but it is a
very important issue that has and will
continue to have positive impacts on our
ability to carry out our management efforts. Certification programs can assure
the public and forest product purchasers
that the forests are being sustainably
managed. This assurance reduces future threats of regulations that reduce our
ability to manage. It also keeps marketing options open as local and international buyers increasingly require that
logs come from certified forests.
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From the landowners perspective;
Tree Farm certification is a system that
is designed to keep record keeping
within the program and not with landowners; and to provide certification at
no cost, to an affordable cost.

Tree Farm membership is still free, but
Tree Farm is exploring ways to cover
its costs. Donation schemes are curThere are several certification programs rently being explored to see if volunavailable to landowners, all of which tary giving will serve its needs.
have forest sustainability as their goal.
Tree Farm addressed forest sustainability through the development and adop- ATFS has sought international action of management standards based on creditation of its program and is curthe Montreal Criteria and Indicators. rently being evaluated. Accreditation
These criteria are an international ac- will come from the Programme for the
cepted set conditions or processes that Endorsement of Forest Certification
when addressed provide for the conser- (PEFC), headquartered in Luxemvation and sustainable management of
bourg. (continued on page 9)
forests in our region.

Why Manage My Forest?
This document has been prepared by Glenn & Evelyn Charlson for distribution by the Tree Farm System, May 2007.
Forest landowners knowingly make a choice regarding management of their property; they either
plan to let nature take its course or become actively involved in the structured management of their
property. Many factors influence the outcome of this decision including:
•

fires

•

erosion control

•

forest health

•

air quality

•

disease

•

aesthetics

•

invasive insect damage

•

recreational value

•

windstorm damage

•

economic value of the forest

It is strongly recommended you contact a forestry professional for technical assistance prior to determining the destiny of your forest property with regard to your management choice.

The Choice is Yours!

Why Manage My Forest? (continued)
Non-management Forests, Passive Option
Some landowners and resource managers choose to “let nature take its course” on some forestland. In such cases, they make a conscious management decision to not actively manipulate the
vegetation. This passive management is not considered a silvicultural system since it does not
involve manipulation of vegetation.
Landowners and managers have various reasons for choosing to not actively manipulate vegetation, such as:
•

protecting and preserving fragile or special sites or communities (e.g., cliff communities,
springs, groves of large old trees, and cultural sites),

•

developing habitat for specific wildlife that prefers relatively undisturbed forests,

•

appearance (aesthetics) and recreational opportunities, and

•

philosophical reasons may include the desire to allow nature to develop free of human impacts.

Wilderness areas and some research control sites may be passively managed.
The concepts of “preservation” and “natural dynamics free of human impacts” are relative. Forests
are dynamic communities that are continuously changing and adapting to external inputs and internal disturbances. Natural processes like forest succession, plant competition, wildlife, and insect
activity, tree aging and decay, windstorms, fires, and climate change will cause changes in forest
composition, structure, and function over time. Forests cannot be maintained in a static, unchanging condition. Also, there are no forest ecosystems undisturbed by human activities. Disturbance
has occurred through impacts on climate, atmospheric composition and inputs, fire control, management of wildlife populations (intentional and unintentional), introduction of exotics, recreational
use, other human uses, etc. Passively managed forests will continue to change and will be subjected to human impacts, however, these changes and impacts often will be different than in actively managed forests.

Passive management does require monitoring, and certain events may necessitate the implementation of some short-term active practices. Examples include control of exotics, fire management,
disease and insect management, wildlife management, recreation management, removal of diseased or weakened trees that pose safety hazards, and loss of attributes desired by the landowner. Passive management requires an understanding of the effects of natural processes and
the impacts of other human activities (internal and external to the forest) on the development of the
forest. This knowledge will facilitate the achievement of landowner objectives, and minimize the
chances of counter-productive results or unintended consequences. In some situations, a blend of
passive management and active silvicultural treatment may most effectively achieve landowner
goals.

Why Manage My Forest? (continued)
The results of this option are not economically predictable, but in all probability it would be less
than a “managed” stand of timber. The main reason for this is that nature is controlling the return
on the timber investment.

There is another reason a landowner may not want to manage their forest. They may like the forest just as it is. This line of thought fails to consider that forests are not static objects. They are
living and dynamic, changing to some degree every day. There are examples where forests have
been preserved because of the “large old beautiful trees”. As natural living creatures, trees have
life spans just like people. Some species can live for thousands of years, some for hundreds of
years and some for just a few decades. Some preserved areas no longer have large trees that led
to the preservation of the area. There is only one way to keep a forest as it is and that is management. Landowners can manage the forest so that the conditions they like can be maintained.

Managed Forests, Active Option
The results of the parcelization acts of the 19th century are an expansive forestland base of 278
million acres owned and managed by 10 million private citizens. The nation’s private forests constitute 72% of the nation’s productive forests. This provides nearly 80% of America’s forest products, important habitat for wildlife and recreational fisheries, a significant portion of the nation’s water supply, recreational opportunities for millions of people, and countless other environmental and
social benefits to the public.2
The small amount of land that is currently managed under long term forestry plans reasonably
could expect to return a profit rate during the timber holding period of from 12-15% depending on
the timber type and property characterists.3
While no set of management guidelines can cover all situations, professional and landowner judgment must combine scientific knowledge along with common sense within a plan for each individual’s specific piece of property. Lands which are actively managed usually follow a specific written
plan (25-30 years in length) tailored by a forestry professional to meet that individual landowner’s
goals while insuring their resources remain on course for future generations.
There are risks associated with holding timberland strictly for income purposes. The risks can be
grouped into two broad categories: market risk and natural risk.

•

Market risk is the risk that stumpage prices are depressed at the time of harvest, or
that prices increase at a slower rate than general inflation. One advantage of timber
over other crops is that one need not harvest at a particular point in time – trees can
stay on the stump and continue biological growth while waiting for more attractive
markets.

Why Manage My Forest? (continued)
•

Natural risks include fire, storm losses, and insects or other harmful agents. The
probability of events such as these can be estimated, and generally are very small,
particularly in the northern U.S. A healthy, well-managed forest is the best protection against losses to insects and diseases.

Once a parcel of timberland has been acquired, there are further opportunities to enhance investment and personal returns through prudent management. Forest management for timber production requires that growth be concentrated on those trees with the highest potential value. This is
accomplished through periodic thinning, an exercise which requires knowledge of both timber markets and species growth characteristics. The timing of timber sales, both seasonally and within a
business cycle, can significantly increase the value of a given timber sale. One need be attentive
to market opportunities. Effective regeneration of desired species can further enhance property
value. The net result of effective management is optimized growth of high value trees and maximum timber sale value. Under proper management, the quality of the timber improves, and the
timber actually grows faster.
On the side promoting managing forests, while it may not be for a financial reason, one might consider the benefits for improved wildlife opportunities. Many wildlife species tend to favor habitat
that is specific to a given forest composition type. Each species associated with a forested habitat
or niche contributes to ecosystem functioning and, in turn, larger ecosystem processes. For example, studies have shown that insect-eating birds reduce overall levels of foliage loss from insect
populations. As a result, bird population can affect larger ecosystem processes such as carbon
storage or primary productivity. Therefore, loss of organisms from an ecosystem can have much
larger consequences on forest health and larger ecological processes. Simplified forest ecosystems suffer more damage from forest pests and are more likely to have problems regenerating effectively.
In summary, a managed forest will improve the visual quality level and offer a source of pride to the
landowner. Riparian area diversification provides a link between aquatic and vegetation which is
important for many species of fish, mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians, and insects. Lastly,
every landowner will experience a higher level of recreational enjoyment; whether it is hunting,
camping, snowmobiling, hiking, fishing, ATV riding, wildlife watching, off-road bicycling, crosscountry skiing, or berry picking. Proper forest recreation management can enhance the recreation
experience, while at the same time, complementing a number of other landowner objectives.
Appendix to Cited References
1. Kotar, J., Wisconsin DNR, Passive Management, Wisconsin Forest Management Guidelines, 2003, pg.
39.
2. Biles, Larry, USDA, Cooperative State Research, Education Services, Washington, DC.
3. Interforest, LLC, Internet document, Timber Investment: Economics of Forest Management in the Northeastern United States.
4. Indiana Division of Forestry, Stewardship Notes, Economics of Long Term Forest Management.
(Random verbiage.)

Annual Tree Farmer of the Year Awards Luncheon and
Working Forest for Oregon Workshop

Substance in Tree Bark Could Lead to New
Lung-cancer Treatment
DALLAS — June 25, 2007 — Researchers at UT Southwestern Medical Center have determined
how a substance derived from the bark of the South American lapacho tree kills certain kinds
of cancer cells, findings that also suggest a novel treatment for the most common type of lung
cancer.
The compound, called beta-lapachone, has shown promising anti-cancer properties and is
currently being used in a clinical trial to examine its effectiveness against pancreatic cancer in
humans. Until now, however, researchers didn’t know the mechanism of how the compound
killed cancer cells.
Dr. David Boothman, professor in the Harold C. Simmons Comprehensive Cancer Center and senior author of a study
appearing online this week in the Proceedings of the NationalAcademy of Sciences, has been researching the compound
and how it causes cell death in cancerous cells for 15 years.

In the new study, Dr. Boothman and his colleagues in the Simmons Cancer Center found that beta-lapachone interacts with
an enzyme called NQO1, which is present at high levels in non-small cell lung cancer and other solid tumors. In tumors, the
compound is metabolized by NQO1 and produces cell death without damaging noncancerous tissues that do not express
this enzyme.

“Basically, we have worked out the mechanism of action of beta-lapachone and devised a way of using that drug for
individualized therapy,” said Dr. Boothman, who is also a professor of pharmacology and radiation oncology.

In healthy cells, NQO1 is either not present or is expressed at low levels. In contrast, certain cancer cells — like nonsmall
cell lung cancer — overexpress the enzyme. Dr. Boothman and his colleagues have determined that when betalapachone
interacts with NQO1, the cell kills itself. Non-small cell lung cancer is the most common type of lung cancer.

Beta-lapachone also disrupts the cancer cell’s ability to repair its DNA, ultimately leading to the cell’s demise. Applying
radiation to tumor cells causes DNA damage, which results in a further boost in the amount of NQO1 in the cells.

“When you irradiate a tumor, the levels of NQO1 go up,” Dr. Boothman said. “When you then treat these cells with
beta-lapachone, you get synergy between the enzyme and this agent and you get a whopping kill.”

In the current study, Dr. Boothman tested dosing methods on human tumor cells using a synthesized version of
beta-lapachone and found that a high dose of the compound given for only two to four hours caused all the NQO1containing cancer cells to die.

Dr. Boothman cautioned that clinical trials of beta-lapachone in lung cancer patients will be needed to determine its
effectiveness as a treatment. He and his team have created a simple blood test that would screen patients for the NQO1
enzyme.

The research was supported by the National Institutes of Health.

Notes from the State Chair Mike Barsotti (continued)
Accreditation provides international recognition that Tree Farm’s forest management standards and
procedures conform with agreed upon criteria. With this accreditation, forest products from ATFS
certified forests will have access to world markets. Results of the accreditation process should be
known by the end of the year.
This effort has created an additional workload, primarily at the national level. It has required ATFS
to reevaluate its forest management standards, and has placed additional importance on administrative tasks and record keeping. This effort has also provided some immediate benefits. Locally,
Weyerhaeuser and other log purchasers now require that the logs they purchase, come from certified forests like Tree Farm. Nationally, Tree Farm has been recognized as a leader in promoting
healthy sustainable forests. This recognition has resulted in a $150 million grant that was funded by
the Canadian Softwood Tariff settlement.
Landowner recertification: Oregon’s tree farmers receive visits from professional foresters who provide landowners management options and who certify that the forests are being managed to Tree
Farm standards. There are now two separate processes driving these visits.
Beginning this year, the national program has moved from a recertification once every five-years approach to a random sample process. This new approach requires a much smaller number of recertification's to statistically verify that members are managing forest according to its standards. With
this new process, all tree farms are annually part of the pool from which the sample is drawn. This
means that a tree farm could be selected several years in a row or could go for more than 5-years
without being visited by qualified inspector.
It is no longer a requirement that tree farms be field verified once every five years. Now all tree
farms remain certified until an inspection, driven by the random sample process, determines that the
property continues to meet Tree Farm standards.
Separate from this sampling process, Oregon’s tree farmers may still request a visit once every five
years. These visits are viewed as a benefit for being a Tree Farm member. They are conducted to
give landowners an opportunity to discuss their management strategies on-site with a forester.
Funding: We will soon be receiving a donation request from the American Tree Farm System. This
replaces the donation request we (OTFS) usually mail at this time every year. Now, Tree Farm donations will be mailed to ATFS in Washington DC, but will be split 50-50 with each state. This national donation effort is part of a strategy to keep the program free to landowners. This year’s approach will be looking to see if operating through donations alone is possible.
Tree Farm is a family forest landowner program managed by family forest landowners, and so it is
appropriate that we collectively become the major funding source for the program’s annual operations. In the past, family forest landowners were not in the ATFS leadership positions nor were they
the major funding source.

Notes from the State Chair Mike Barsotti (continued)
Tree Farm began in 1941 as an industrial forestland program for industrial landowners. It has
evolved over time from an industrial program for the family forest landowner, to where we are today.
Now the program is managed by family forest landowners, and it is time that we carry the majority of
the program’s costs.
If this approach of operating through donations doesn’t work, my guess is that we will be moving to a
dues structure. Some states are currently in favor of establishing membership dues.
Please take the time to seriously consider your situation when you receive your ATFS donation request. And again, this will be the only Tree Farm donation request you will be receiving this year.
You will not be receiving a request from OTFS.
Political advocacy :
ATFS has taken
on a national
leadership role in
representing family forest landowners before Congress.
Recently, it successfully brought
together a large
coalition of groups
interested in natural resource issues to develop a
single message
on how the next
Farm Bill can best
support family forests.
The national office will be taking additional steps to make sure our voices are heard and understood
as national natural resource policies are developed. It will also be developing a training program for
landowners to help family forest landowners be more visible and more effective at local and national
levels.
We in Oregon have a very effective legislative advocacy effort through our Oregon Small Woodland
Association (OSWA). ATFS’s vision, is to build on state efforts where they exist, as it builds a national network of landowners willing and able to explain how national policies affect our ability to
steward our lands. There are still a lot of details to be worked out so stay tuned. We will be hearing
more about this from both ATFS and OTFS.

New Management Plan Pilot Being Tested in Central and
Western Oregon
By Mike Barsotti
Foresters who visit with landowners as part of the Tree Farm recertification process report that written management plans are the biggest stumbling block. The requirement to have a written forest
management plan is not going away, nor should it. What will change is how we develop and use
these management plans.
I developed my first management plan so that our property could be certified. I, like so many of us,
saw it as a means to an end. Joe Holmberg, another Linn County tree farmer has a different view
on the role of his management plan. His plan lays out his vision for the future as most plan templates prescribe, but it is also a constantly evolving document that is used to record and monitor his
activities. Joe’s plan clearly shows me that written plans can be a very valuable part of tree farm
management.
A group of organizations, OSU Extension, Oregon Department of Forestry, Association of Consulting
Foresters, Oregon Forest Resources Institute, and OTFS have joined to see if we can make written
plans a more valuable tool for landowners. The group is developing a management plan development course that has the landowner as the primary author, and foresters, biologists and other resource professionals will serve as mentors.
The pilot project will have a resource professional walk the property with the landowner to share
ideas on the various management options and opportunities. Then it will be the landowner’s responsibility to put his or her goals, objectives, property description, and action strategy down on paper.
The mentor will be available by phone to answer questions on the issues covered when walking the
property.
The course instructors will provide a plan development guideline that discusses issues for consideration, a plan template, and photos and maps of the property.
There are two plan development classes being offered; one in Prineville and the other in McMinnville. The Oregon Department of Forestry and OSU Extension Service will be hosting the classes.
Each class will consist of three, 2 to 3-hour sessions. The Prineville class will begin October 30th;
and the McMinnville class will begin on November 6th.
OSU will conduct a follow-up evaluation to determine if this approach improves the usefulness of
management plans for landowners, and what effect the planning effort has on the health and sustainability of the forests.
For additional information, landowners can contact the OSU Extension Service or Oregon Department of Forestry offices in Crook or Yamhill Counties.

Oregon Tree Farm System Joins the Effort to Protect
and Manage Oregon White Oak
By Mike Barsotti
Oregon White oak is the most threatened forest type in the state. The major threat is it’s conversion
to non-forest uses, but conifer encroachment and being overtaken by invasive species are also significant threats. Oak woodlands and savannas provide critical habitat for a number of plant and wildlife species. Oak can also be managed to provide quality oak lumber for flooring, furniture and wine
barrels.
Forests for Wildlife and Watersheds (F2W2), a sister organization of the American Tree Farm System, received a grant from USDA-Natural Resources Conservation Service to promote the management of White Oak in the Willamette Valley.
OTFS is working as a local partner with F2W2 in
implementing the grant projects. There are four
components of this oak grant:
•

develop a signage program for landowners
who are managing their oak woodlands

•

develop two tours highlighting oak management techniques

•

administer a cost-share program for oak restoration projects

•

develop of a self guided tour site in Benton
County.

Other local partners working with this grant include the American Bird Conservancy, Oregon
Departments of Forestry and Fish & Wildlife, and
the US Fish & Wildlife Service.
F2W2, the American Tree Farm System, and Project Learning Tree are programs operated by the
American Forest Foundation. The American Forest Foundation is a private nonprofit education
and conservation organization working for healthy
forests, quality environmental education, and to
help people make informed decisions about our
communities and our world. It is supported by individual contributions and by grants from foundations, government agencies and corporations.
For additional information contact OTFS at (503) During a recent oak management workshop
Frank Pender describes the value of various
362-0242
hardwood products.

Helpful List of Tools to Keep in Your Pickup Toolbox
By American Tree Farm System, May/June 2007 Tree Farmer Magazine
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2008 Tree School
March 29, 2008
At the
Clackamas Community College
Oregon City, Oregon

Oregon Tree Farm System

Presented by:

Annual Meeting

Oregon State University
Extension Service

November 19, 2007
At the World Forestry Center
Portland, Oregon

Clackamas County Farm
Forestry Association

