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Celebrating Dave Kittredge’s Legacy and Impact on our Profession 

News Quarterly Science Theme – Dr. Anthony D’Amato, Theme Editor 

The forestry community lost a tremendous scientist, teacher, and friend when Dave 
Kittredge passed away in March. From his early work on oak silviculture to the pio-
neering body of research he developed on family forest owners, Dave’s research and 
associated extension activities continually enrich our understanding of the forests we 
are charged with stewarding, particularly as it relates to the motivations and charac-
teristics of the people who own them. Through four different perspectives on Dave’s 
career, our science theme celebrates his impact on our profession through his schol-
arly activities and more importantly, the profound effect he had on anyone fortunate 
enough to call him a colleague, mentor, or friend. It goes without saying how greatly 
Dave is missed across our NESAF community, and these articles reflect a portion of 
the enormous influence and impact he had on so many of our lives and profession. 

(Articles begin on page 4) 
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Let me start by saying I hope you and your families are well during this pandemic. For some, the 
last few months have not really affected day to day job responsibilities. While for many others 
of us it has been a challenge to work from home while also fulfilling the role of teacher and  
parent during these unprecedented times. In addition to surviving the pandemic we have      
recently seen an increased awareness of the racism that still exists within our country. We are 
all faced with hard truths about privilege and inclusivity. 
 
When I volunteered to serve as Chair of NESAF I didn’t anticipate having to address these topics. 
I thought most of my time was going to be spent building excitement for our members to attend 
the first SAF Convention to be held in New England since 1995. The pandemic ensured that 

wouldn’t happen. And civil unrest in response to the killing of blacks in the streets, has highlighted that we must 
grapple with issues as a society that many of us just don’t consider on a day to day basis. 
 
However, now that we are seeing the world’s current events unfold this serves as an opportunity for each of us as 
thoughtful professionals in a field we love. Please spend some time reviewing SAF’s Diversity and Inclusion Policy. 
There is a real need for our profession to become much more diverse, open, and inclusive if it is to thrive in our 
next 100 years. SAF members have the ability to not only make the future forests of New England resilient in a 
changing world, but also to make the future FORESTERS of New England more diverse. Consider being a mentor, a 
volunteer in a classroom, or advocate for our future foresters of different colors, sexuality, or backgrounds. This 
could be your longest lasting legacy – and more important than any stand you ever managed or students you 
taught in a class. 

Council Update ~ Mariann Johnston 

Greetings and my sincerest hopes that all of our members and their families and communities are safe and 
healthy. This is a trying time for our country both from a health perspective and a socioeconomic one. Our actions 
as a professional society reflect these dynamics. The last in-person Board of Directors was in early December      
of 2019. At that time, we had no idea it would be our last meeting, possibly for an entire year. We made the       
decision to hold our usual May 2020 meeting using the Zoom format that so many of us are now familiar with. And 
just this week, SAF President Tammy Cushing made the decision to also make our usual August meeting a virtual 
one. This is especially difficult for those of us who hold strong connection to the headquarters building, as this 
would’ve been our last opportunity to meet in that historic location. 
 
SAF members also recently received their first email invitation to register for the Virtual National Convention. 
The registration rates are a bit lower than a normal in-person event would be, especially if you do the early-bird 
registration. I’ve gotten lots of questions about how a virtual convention will work. The SAF Board of Directors 
will participate in a live demo of the convention platform later this week, and that demo will be recorded and 
shared with local SAF leaders. We should be able to answer more of your questions then. In the meantime, I 
would encourage everyone to visit the website (https://www.eforester.org/safconvention) and explore. There 
really is a lot we can do through these virtual meeting platforms, and I expect it will change the way we all do 
business moving forward. 
 
Other news remains fairly steady. Our membership numbers continue to decline somewhat, and our financial      
situation remains strong, despite the recent ups and downs of the stock market. The Educational Policy Review 
committee is working to update the SAF Accreditation standards, policies and procedures. We are on track to  
hold SAF elections on the normal schedule, and presently have at least two candidates for all upcoming Board  
positions, including VP, and representatives for Districts 1, 4, 7 and 10. Along those lines, I encourage all of our 
District 6 members to keep State and Local Society elections on your radar screens as well, and don’t hesitate to 
reach out to your current leaders to find out what positions are opening up for 2021, and how you can help. 
 
Finally, but perhaps most importantly, all of our members should have received the SAF Solidarity Statement   
issued by our leadership on June 10. This language reminds us in no uncertain terms that discrimination, harass-
ment and bullying are not acceptable in SAF, any more than within our larger society. We are committed to    
welcoming and valuing all voices in our conversation. Here and now, we are specifically speaking in support of our 
African American members, and all people of color within our SAF community. We see you and are here for you. 
Please reach out to me directly if you have concerns or need support. Thank you all, and stay safe. 
 

Greetings from the Pine Tree State ~ Jake Metzler 

https://www.eforester.org/safconvention
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David B. Kittredge, The Researcher 

Over his 30+ years as a researcher, David 

B. Kittredge (affectionately known         

as DBK) wrote or contributed to nearly 

100 research articles (see https://

www.zotero.org/groups/526589/ffo_lit_db), 

advised 16 graduate students and two post

-docs, and was an inspiration, confidant, 

and friend to countless more of us.      
Initially focusing on silviculture, his     

research evolved to encompass the needs 

of family forest owners and multi-faceted, 

collaborations assessing forest policies. 

DBK was a raging empiricist who          

relentlessly asked “so what” and forced 

his colleagues to do likewise. One, of 

many, insight from his work is that forests 

are “running in the background” for many 

family forest owners, they are largely 
happy with their woods, and are not 

thinking about their land on daily basis as 

foresters do (Kittredge 2004); this has  

important implications for designing    

effective outreach and policies, as does 

much of his research. 

 

DBK began his career as a silviculturist, 

receiving his PhD from the Yale School of 

Forestry under the tutelage of David M. 
Smith. He was spending countless hours in 

the School’s library, eating New Haven 

pizza, and studying “traditional” forestry 

issues. He began to apply this knowledge 

as the manager of the Yale-Meyers forest. 

 

His research at Yale focused on oaks – a 

perennial topic that is once again gaining 

interest (e.g., the White Oak Initiative - 

www.whiteoakinitiative.org). His disserta-
tion was on the “effect of stand structure 

on the growth of red oaks in mixed hard-

wood stands” (Kittredge 1986) and he and 

his colleagues published a handful of   

papers related to this general topic. The 

collective work provided insights on how 

to maintain and enhance oaks, the stal-

warts of the forests of Southern New Eng-

land and many parts of the eastern U.S. 

As the article by Steve Broderick in this newsletter discusses, the 

next step in his career was as the Extension Forester for the     

Commonwealth of Massachusetts. Concurrently he became a    

tenure-track professor at the University of Massachusetts. As a 

consequence of these roles, his research focus began to shift. 

 

One of his first papers from this chapter of his career was with 

Broderick and others (1991) and it was a harbinger of DBK’s future 

endeavors. They used survey results to help set the agendas for 
their budding extension careers. One, of many, strengths of DBK 

was his willingness and ability to listen to others, synthesize the 

information, and incorporate this information into his extension 

and research efforts. 

 

Another good example of his powers of listening and observation 

is his “Regional Cooperation in Forestry” article that synthesized 

the views of the extension foresters of the Northeast using the 

Delphi method (Kittredge 1992). The region’s extension foresters 

agreed new assistance methods were needed, they catalogued 
what people were doing and contemplating, and this helped set 

the course for years, if not decades, to come. 

 

While extension continued to be a central part of his career and 

his research, he began to shift more towards policy and human 

behavior. It was at this point when he also began to exhibit his 

systems thinking, emulating his idle, Aldo Leopold. In the “NIPF 

Owner Decision Cycle” (2004), DBK presents the basic tenets of 

family forests as a system and, though not labelled as such,        

outlines some of the basic feedback loops. He elucidated the most 
important actions, selling land, parcelizing and/or developing 

land, and harvesting timber, and there still needs to be more   

research attention paid to these actions, especially the first two. 

 

Timber harvesting is a common thread of many DBK articles, as it 

is for many of us who study family forest owners. One important 

innovation is that his work spurred him to establish a long term 

stumpage price reporting survey, which is being continued by Paul 

Catanzaro (https://masswoods.org). DBK and others found that 

timber is unlikely to be sufficient to pay the bills for many owners 
(D’Amato et al. 2010). Even so, timber harvesting is the most    

impactful activity owners perform on their forestland (apart from 

converting it to another use!). Kittredge and Thompson (2016) 

found that stumpage prices, at least in Massachusetts, usually are 

not correlated with harvesting, but under some circumstances 

they can be. 

 

Through graduate students, such as Mark Rickenbach and Andy 

Finley, he explored how landowners conceptualize their land and 

better ways by which we can classify them. The “Thoreau, Muir, 
and Jane Doe” article (Finley and Kittredge 2006) is both literate 

and insightful and uses terms that are much more appealing than 

the more prosaic titles given to these groups by most others. It is 

unfortunate that the Finley and Kittredge monikers did not be-

Brett J. Butler, 
USDA Forest Service,  
Family Forest Research Center 
(brett.butler2@usda.gov) 

https://www.zotero.org/groups/526589/ffo_lit_db
https://www.zotero.org/groups/526589/ffo_lit_db
http://www.whiteoakinitiative.org/
https://masswoods.org/
mailto:brett.butler2@usda.gov
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come the de facto norms. In addition to 

the nomenclature, they were able to  

identify concrete ways to improve       

Massachusetts’s Chapter 61 preferential 

property tax program by tailoring the  

program to owners’ specific needs. 

 

Part of his academic transformation     

happened when DBK began to collaborate 
with economists and policy analysts     

including Tom Stevens and Don Dennis and 

later with Mike Kilgore. Although DBK was 

never enamored with the theoretical side 

of research, he greatly appreciated the 

approaches and tool sets that economists 

and other disciplines brought to bear on 

the challenges he was interested in. Many 

of these studies showed financial         

assistance programs were not effective 
and education programs are more        

efficacious for influencing landowners 

(Kilgore et al. 2015). Indeed he noted that 

at “the rate that cost shared stewardship 

plans are being adopted by private wood-

land owners, it would take 144 years for 

all northeastern and Lake States owners 

to have one” (Kittredge 2009), which, in 

part, has led to the questioning of the 

whole paradigm of family forest owners 
needing written management plans 

(VanBrakle 2015). 

 

In the first decade of the 2000’s and well 

into the 2010’s, his policy program bent 

began to shine. This was at least partially 

a result of his contrarian (realist?) view of 

some of these programs. Two pilot studies 

(Fletcher, Kittredge, and Stevens 2009; 

LeVert, Stevens, and Kittredge 2009) were 
some of the first to quantify family forest 

owners’ willingness to participate in    

carbon programs and conservation     

easements. His willingness to pursue case 

studies also reflects his ability to think of 

great questions (often too many!) and  

empirically test them. 

 

It was also around this time that DBK      

began working as a policy analyst at        
the Harvard Forest                            

(https://harvardforest.fas.harvard.edu). 

He was surrounded by preeminent       

ecologists and other researchers largely 

trying to study “natural” systems. His job 

was to infuse a degree of “human dimen-

sions” into the work and this he certainly 

did. He was not typically a first author, or 

often not an author at all, of the papers emanating from there, 

but his influences were apparent. The “Illusion of Preservation” is 

an important, if often overlooked, work that highlights the fallacy 

of preserving local resources and shifting demand onto other parts 

of the planet where policies may be less stringent (Berlik,            

Kittredge, and Foster 2002). The “Wildland and Woodlands”     

efforts led by David Foster, with input from DBK and many others, 

is both intellectually stimulating and has incredibly important im-

plications for sustaining our region’s natural environment (Foster 
et al. 2017) – hallmarks of what DBK was always striving to do. 

 

In 2005, I had the honor of co-founding the Family Forest Research 

Center (FFRC; www.familyforestresearchcenter.org) with DBK. 

This provided a platform for implementing the USDA Forest      

Service’s National Woodland Owner Survey (www.fia.fs.fed.us/

nwos) and conducting additional research “to improve forest     

conservation in order to better meet the current and future needs 

of forest owners, communities, and society.” Through the FFRC 

we were able to work with some stellar collaborators. Zhao Ma 
was the first post-doc for the group and worked on some policy 

and program evaluations including showing the potentials of DBK 

and Paul Catanzaro’s innovative idea for engaging with owners 

through Woods Forums (Ma, Kittredge, and Catanzaro 2012). Marla 

Markowski-Lindsay was initially brought onto to look at landown-

ers willingness to harvest biomass (Markowski-Lindsay et al. 2012) 

and participate in carbon programs (Markowski-Lindsay et al. 

2011), both of which showed much greater barriers to participat-

ing than many expected. Emily Huff brought great insights and 

energy and her work with DBK on psychological distance was     
particularly prescient (Huff et al. 2017) and built nicely on the 

“running in the background” line of thought. 

 

Working with one of his graduate students, Tyler van Fleet, DBK, 

Paul Catanzaro, and I were able to bring DBK’s vision for a      

Conservation Awareness Index (CAI) to fruition (Van Fleet et al. 

2012). The idea was to create an index like the GDP that can     

capture a broad, complex topic in a single metric. As initially   

formulated, this tool measured the familiarity, knowledge, and 

experience associated with timber harvesting, current use tax 
programs, estate planning, and conservation easements, but it 

was always conceived as being adaptable to local programs and 

circumstances. CAI has now been deployed in other states and 

excitedly it has been used to monitor changes over time by the 

MassConn Partnership and in the New York City Watershed. This 

tool has a great potential to evaluate programs, especially when 

used for longitudinal monitoring, but, as we have learned, it is 

critical to make sure the right questions are being addressed. 

DBK’s work deploying CAI across an urban-rural spectrum showed 

a diversity of conservation attitudes that were more likely tied to 
social capital and affluence than urbanity (Kittredge et al. 2015). 

 

Another great loss to the research community will be in terms of 
his international contributions. Although he was often a regional-
ist in approach, he always had an eye to other areas, and in par-
ticular the Nordic countries. He had an article on landowner coop-
eration in Sweden in 2003 (Kittredge 2003). And he was becoming 

(Article continues on next page) 

https://harvardforest.fas.harvard.edu/
http://www.familyforestresearchcenter.org/
http://www.fia.fs.fed.us/nwos
http://www.fia.fs.fed.us/nwos
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active in the Small-scale Forestry IUFRO 
working group including co-hosting the 
2012 conference and being the keynote 
speaker at the “Recent Advances in Land 
Owner Extension” conference in Kuusamo, 
Finland in 2011. In 2016, he was bestowed 
IUFRO’s Brandl Award for his contributions 
to the field of small-scale forestry       
research.  
 
Although DBK published in over 25        
different journals, the Northern Journal of 
Applied Forestry was his go to choice 
when he was the lead author. This is again 
apropos of DBK as this journal focused on 
that intersection of research and real 
world issues. It is disappointing this    
journal has ceased to exist as there is a 
void for the research that DBK professed 
and many of us strive to emulate. 
 
Many a day I ask myself “what would DBK 
do?” In regards to research, I think he 
would encourage us to: form our own 
opinions and voice them, but always be 
willing to listen to other ideas; listen 

more and talk less; and collaborate with people with diverse skill 
sets. Regarding the implications of his (and others) research, I 
think he would say plans are not the answer, we need more peer-
to-peer forums, programs and policies should be honestly         
evaluated, and we need to always remember the diversity of own-
ers and although they all own forests, most do not think of them 
like we do. 
 
I worked with DBK for the better part of the last fifteen years and 
I have known of him for much longer. I am grateful to be able to 
call DBK a friend, a colleague, and a mentor. Shed a tear and lift 
a pint for DBK! All of us who knew him will greatly miss him, but 
we are fortunate to have known him. 
 
And the last words go to DBK (2009, p 163): “It is time to treat 
the permanent loss of private family forest in the East as        
seriously as the fires in the West. Invaluable ecosystem services 
are at stake. To continue applying outdated and ineffective    
programs is irresponsible. There are new potential approaches 
that need study, development, and preliminary application. This 
issue is a matter of leadership and priorities. That glow in the 
eastern horizon is not the sun rising, but the “burning” of     
thousands of wooded acres, representing the permanent loss of 
forest to development.” 

(Article concludes on page 14) 
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I met Dave Kittredge nearly 40 years ago. 
He was a PhD candidate and the Yale   
Forest Student Manager, studying under 
the legendary silviculturist D.M. Smith. I 
was a newly minted Extension Forester at 
UConn just a few years out of graduate 
school. Thom McEvoy at UVM, some folks 
from the Ruffed Grouse Society and I were 
hatching plans for a new Extension      
outreach program that would come to be 
known as the Coverts Project. I reached 
out to Yale asking if they would work with 
me to develop an on-the-ground       
demonstration of early succession habitat 
management, which led me to Dave. 
 
The Coverts Project was built on the      
notion of finding and educating opinion 
leaders in the forest owner community, 
and then supporting them as they help us 
reach out to their peers. Dave being Dave, 
he immediately embraced the concept 
and quickly became an integral part of 
the program. He helped develop the      
curriculum, teach the participants and, on 
his own time, support them in their local 
outreach efforts. Upon graduation, to my 
good fortune he took a post-doctoral   
appointment at UConn, allowing us to 
continue our collaboration. Later, when 
he moved on to UMass, one of his first 
Extension actions was to replicate the 
Coverts Project there. 
 
While the program proved largely success-
ful in achieving its goals, an ancillary ben-
efit was that it allowed us to meaningfully 
interact with many, many motivated, in-
teresting, inquisitive, and action-oriented 
forest owners. Most were older than us, 
and in many ways wiser. We quickly 
learned a great deal about their attitudes, 
interests, and the impediments they faced 
in trying to be good forest stewards. 
 
For the rest of his career, Dave main-
tained a strong interest in researching 
private forest owners’ intentions and   
attitudes as a key to successful forest 
stewardship on a landscape scale. His 
work informed our Extension activities for 
decades, and I believe that interest was 
forged in those early years at the Yale 
Forestry Camp and Harvard Forest. 

Land development and subdivision were booming in the 1980’s. 
Land values were escalating rapidly, and large tracts of forestland 
were becoming residential subdivisions everywhere around us. It 
quickly became apparent to Dave that land conservation tools and 
options were becoming an essential part of Extension forestry  
outreach. If the next generation of Extension Foresters were to 
have many landowners to teach, we felt, then landscape level 
forest conservation was essential now. 
 
Working with rural sociologists we began surveying forest owners. 
Did they have any interest in seeing their land permanently     
protected from development? How much did they know about land 
protection tools and techniques? Utilizing the results we began 
offering workshops on these topics: large southern New England 
conferences as well as smaller local programs. The rooms were 
typically filled and the demand was clearly there. 
 
A culmination of these efforts occurred in the early 1990’s when 
we successfully broadcast a national satellite conference called 
“Your Family‘s Land: Legacy or Memory?”. With funding from the 
Southern New England Forest Consortium (SNEFCI), we contracted 
Hired Gun Microwave (the same company doing Monday Night 
Football at the time) to broadcast the program to 19 states. In an 
era before home internet, several hundred landowners traveled to 
central locations in their states to watch the program on closed 
circuit TV. The panel (led by attorney Stephen Small) gave 
presentations and fielded call-in questions from around the     
country. Coverts Project Cooperators from CT and MA staffed the 
phones. One year out, several thousand acres of forestland were 
either permanently protected or well on the way towards being so 
as a result of the program. 
 
In southern New England, local municipal governments make most 
of the key decisions on how and where development will occur. 
Historically, many assumed that all development was good       
development fiscally as it drove up the town’s grand list.        
Recognizing this, Dave took the lead in a key study on the cost of 
community services. Funded once again by SNEFCI, the study 
clearly showed that farm and forestland produce more in tax    
revenue than they cost a town in services, while the opposite is 
typically true of residential development. Dave, SCEFCI Executive 
Director Chris Modisette and I worked hard to bring this message 
to communities across southern New England, opening the door 
for towns to reassess their land use policies, zoning regulations, 
and attitudes towards inventorying natural resources and          
protecting land. 
 
Continuing education for his fellow foresters was another passion 
of Dave’s. For several years in the 1980’s and 90’s we hosted semi
-annual continuing education conferences for professional              
foresters in southern New England, on topics ranging from forest 
health issues to white pine silviculture. In an era before            
certification, licensing and CEU requirements, 100-150 foresters 
typically attended these programs. Dave took tremendous pride in 
his fellow foresters’ professionalism and desire for self-

David B. Kittredge, The Extension Educator 

Steve Broderick 
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Dave also conceived and took the lead in a periodical called “The 
Forester’s CEO” (short for Continuing Education Opportunities) 
which we co-edited and mailed to southern New England foresters 
throughout most of the 1990’s. 
 
I could cite many other examples of Dave’s outstanding Extension 
education work over our long friendship and professional         
association. As I look back, what stand out more than anything are 
the attributes he brought to the job every day. His                  
professionalism, his energy, his optimism, his wry sense of humor 
and his genuine love of the job were constants that never        
wavered in all those years. I can honestly say I never had a       
colleague I enjoyed working with more, or whose basic approach 
to life I tried harder to emulate. 
 
Only on rare occasions do extraordinary people come into our 
lives in meaningful ways. Dave was such a person, and he showed 
me that many good things can happen if we are able to take ad-
vantage of those moments. Dave would have been successful in 
whatever career path he had chosen.  Foresters and forest re-
sources are immeasurably better off that the professional he did 
choose was ours. 

improvement, evidenced by their interest 
and participation in these educational 
opportunities. 
 
The original Extension education model 
has always been built on getting educators 
out in the field, working directly with  
target audience members. A key goal is to 
discover what questions the audience has 
that need answers, what problems need 
solving, and then bring those data back to 
the research community to inform their 
choice of research projects. Towards that 
end, in 1989-90 we worked with the 
Northeast Forest Resources Extension 
Council to survey hundreds of practicing 
professional foresters throughout the 20 
northeast states. The results were report-
ed in the Journal of Forestry (Practicing 
foresters identify research needs) and 
were cited numerous times in subsequent 
research grant applications throughout 
the northeast. 

mailto:nesafnq@gmail.com
mailto:nesafnq@gmail.com
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Take a look at any NESAF annual meeting 
agenda and you are likely to find that the 
silviculture talks were given in the      
ballroom so that it could accommodate 
the large number of interested foresters. 
Now take a look at the social science 
talks. Those are likely listed as taking 
place in the small room which held 20 
folding chairs and was created by pulling a 
partition across a larger room. That’s 
where you’d find Dave Kittredge talking. 
In a bow tie. 
 
Like many of us, Dave came to forestry 
through silviculture. He loved silviculture 
and had an excellent mind for it.       
However, Dave also knew the ownership 
pattern of New England and recognized 
that the future of our forested landscapes 
rested in the hands of hundreds of     
thousands of family forest owners. It’s the 
social factors related to these family   
forest owners that have the biggest     
impact on our forests and the benefits 
they provide (or don’t!). A fact that his 
collaborative work on the paper “Social 
vs. Biophysical Availability of Wood in the 
Northeastern United States” (Butler et. al. 
2010) would later demonstrate. For     
example, the paper estimates that in  
Massachusetts, the percentage of wood 
availability is reduced by 5.8% because of 
biophysical constraints and reduced by 
67.7% due to social constraints. An      
ecological understanding of forests will 
only take us so far. It’s our social under-
standing of those that own the land that 
have the largest impact. While we should 
strive for a greater and greater            
understanding of the ecology of forest 
ecosystems, without pairing this under-
standing with social science, our efforts 
will never achieve their full potential. So, 
although Dave could have spent a highly 
productive career focused on silviculture, 
he dedicated that world-class mind of his 
to the study of family forest owners in 
order to maximize impact.  
 
Dave was not afraid to take a problem and 
turn it on its head. One of his greatest 
gifts was his uncanny ability to take a 
complicated issue and shine a light with 

laser precision through the fog of confusion to identify not only 
the critical questions on which to focus, but also the false       
assumptions underpinning it. He never blindly accepted the givens 
and instead questioned the very foundations of a long-held      
assumptions and beliefs. For example, are forest management 
plans and government cost-share programs worth the investment 
or do these policy tools continue to engage the same landowners 
again and again while missing opportunities to develop other more 
effective strategies? This question was explored in the paper, 
“Assessing the relationship between different forms of landowner 
assistance and family forest owner behaviors and inten-
tions” (Kilgore et. al. 2015). In other words, Dave was always the 
one willing to yell that the emperor has no clothes. He used these 
keen insights to develop a tightly integrated research-extension 
program in the classic and best sense of the land grant ideal:    
applied research focused on questions born out of the needs       
of the stakeholder he served, the results used to increase his  
ability to reach those same stakeholders with the information 
they needed. 
 
Academics are expected to publish in journals that have the       
highest impact factors as a way of demonstrating the quality of 
their research. While he certainly had many fine articles in many 
fine journals as Brett Butler and Zhao Ma describe in their       
articles, Kittredge was more interested in having on-the-ground 
impact. To this end, his scholarly work also included a number of 
‘Field Notes’ in the Northern Journal of Applied Forestry. Though 
these notes may have had less value by academic standards, these 
papers continue to have important outreach and policy impacts. 
These papers also demonstrated Dave’s in-depth, on-the-ground 
understanding of forestry and the critical issues to be              
addressed. “The Expense of Private Forestry” field note (Hersey 
and Kittredge 2005) helped landowners better understand the  
services that private foresters provide and the potential costs. 
This work was also used in Massachusetts to help set cost-share 
rates for the Forest Stewardship Program, an important policy 
impact. The “Spread in Lump Sum Stumpage Price 
Bids” (Kittredge and Haslam 2000) field note helped landowners 
understand the value of hiring a private forester. As a former      
service forester, I can personally attest to the importance of      
having this type of information while on a woods walk with a land-
owner to answer the inevitable questions, “how much does a      
forester charge?” and “a forester sounds like a middle man….why 
should I pay a middle man?” The “Forest Landowners’ Willingness 
to Sell Carbon Credits: A Pilot Study (Fletcher et. al. 2009) field 
note shows Dave’s constant effort to help inform emerging     
questions. This field note helped us better understand the carbon 
market and the likelihood of landowner adoption of this, at the 
time, new policy tool. 
 
Despite not being full research articles, these Field Notes have 
had a surprising amount of citations, leading an academic to  
question the importance of impact factors and leading this forest-
er to question why we ever got rid of Field Notes. His focus on 
applied research to help guide landowner and forester decisions 

Dave Kittredge: Integrating Research & Extension 
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peers would have a significant influence on his outreach work. 
Rather than blindly adopting the traditional workshop model that 
is a standard of extension programing, Dave used his insights into 
social networks to help develop a new model of peer lead        
outreach called “Woods Forum” programs.  This new approach is 
participant lead and encourages peer-to-peer learning in order to 
inform landowner decisions. The full reasoning and evaluation of 
this model can be found in the paper, “Challenging the Traditional 
Extension Forestry Model: Insights from the Woods Forum Program 
in Massachusetts” (Ma et. al 2012).  The Woods Forum model has 
been adopted and adapted by a number of organizations around 
the region. Peer-to-peer outreach was even woven into internet-
based outreach efforts and is the underpinning of the Massachu-
setts Keystone program (formerly Coverts), Dave’s favorite week-
end of the year. 
 
Dave’s policy impacts go beyond the policy implications of his  
applied research mentioned above and are an important part of 
his legacy. However, maybe even more important than his policy 
impacts, is the fact that Dave made us stop and think. In 1998, 
Dave and his wife Ann Marie wrote a ‘Perspectives’ piece in the 
Journal of Forestry called “Doing Nothing” (Kittredge and Kit-
tredge 1998). In this piece, they advocate for the importance and 
legitimacy of landowners adopting a passive approach to their 
forest. A gutsy thing to say to a profession which includes those 
that think that ‘doing nothing’ is ‘benign neglect.’ Through his 
position as the Policy Analyst at the Harvard Forest he co-
authored the “Illusion of Preservation” which helped articulate 
the benefits of local wood production and the impacts of export-
ing this to other parts of the world. Although this piece was    
published in 2002, it has remained a classic and, in fact, has      
actually gained a renewed relevance based on current conversa-
tions regarding forest carbon. In a second ‘Perspective’ piece 
called “Fires in the East,” Dave helped draw attention to the  
critical issue of forest loss in the eastern U.S. and the need for 
funding equal to wildlfire investments in the west. 
 
Land protection would remain a focus for Dave for the rest of his 
career. Dave saw the tremendous impact that forest conversion 
had, and continues to have, on our landscapes and strongly       
advocated for the inclusion of land protection in the education 
and duties of foresters. The paper, “Are family forest owners     
facing a future in which forest management is not 
enough?” (D’Amato et. al. 2010) helps to demonstrate that in 
some parts of New England, property values are high enough that 
timber revenues don’t even pay the property taxes. In order to 
keep forests as forests and providing benefit, we need to combine 
timber revenues with other conservation tools (e.g., conservation 
easements). In 2019, Dave was given the Charles H.W. Foster 
Award for his work in promoting land protection through his 
teaching and research. Dave was also a lead author of both the 
Massachusetts and New England “Wildlands and Woodlands      
Vision,” (Foster et. al. 2017) a piece that synthesizes many 
threads of his work, including well-managed forests, passive    
approaches to forests, land protection, community networks, and, 
of course, family forest owners. He was asked to deliver a plenary 
talk about Wildlands and Woodlands at the National SAF          
Conference in Pittsburgh. I remember walking out of the session 
with him and seeing a group of foresters waiting in the hall to 
speak with him to express their disappointment about his        

also included the Southern New England 
Stumpage survey. Dave administered this 
survey faithfully every quarter for  dec-
ades. It is now one of the longest data 
sets of stumpage prices in the northeast. 
The stumpage data has not only been used 
to inform landowner and forester         
decisions, but is also used by researchers 
and is the foundation for determining  
current use values in Massachusetts. Yet 
another policy impact of his applied re-
search. Though these efforts may not have 
brought Dave a lot of praise in academic 
circles, this applied research has had a 
profound impact on forestry and that was 
the overarching goal of all his work. 
 
Dave always strove for on-the-ground   
impact. He had a very old-fashioned pride 
and dedication to his role as the State 
Extension Forester, however, there was 
nothing old-fashioned about the way he 
implemented his duties. His extension was 
always innovative and always based on 
research.  His article “Outreach/extension 
Implications for America’s Family Forest 
Owners (Kittredge 2004), put forth the 
‘Landowner Decision Cycle’ conceptual 
model. This decision cycle model has 
helped outreach professionals to frame 
the nature and timing of landowner deci-
sions and therefore the best opportunities 
to inform them, increasing impact and 
maximizing limited time, energy, and  
resources. This work calls into question 
the logic of investing most of our         
resources into forest management plans, 
which approximately 4% of landowners 
nationwide have adopted, and cost-share 
programs, both of which necessitate a 
landowner planning ahead. This model 
continues to guide both research and out-
reach work to this day. 
 
Dave constantly evolved. This was another 
hallmark of Kittredge. When his research 
results and extension experience        
demonstrated the importance of peers in 
the decisions of landowners, he taught 
himself social network analysis. His paper 
“It’s the Network” helped us to better 
understand the critical role that social 
networks play in informing landowner  
decisions. The messenger is as important 
as the message. It’s not just as easy and 
writing a series of extension publications. 
Landowners need the facts from           
professionals, but also to hear about the 
experience and perspectives of other  
people like them. The importance of 
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“anti-forestry” views. He took time and 
spoke with each of them in turn. Dave 
definitely made us stop, think, and ques-
tion our assumptions. 
 
Though the impact of his integrated re-
search and extension work has been pro-
found, his impact as a mentor was equally 
so.  He was a mentor to undergraduate 
students in which he cultivated a passion 
for forestry, to graduate students with 
whom he always gave his undivided atten-
tion, and to young colleagues whose ca-
reers he always put first.  He was quick 
with a kind word of encouragement, a 
random email complimenting you on a job 
well done, a phone call with some “free 
Kittredge advice,” or connecting people 
with a job opening when they needed a 
change (even if they didn’t know it 
yet).  Dave tended young professionals 
because he loved our profession and be-

lieved in its importance. More than that, Dave loved SAF. He 
called it the “big tent” under which you can talk to foresters with 
a range of diverse perspectives from which to learn, all in the 
same room, all with the same passion for forestry. 
 
Despite the many people who have been touched by Dave’s life 
that hoped to pay their respects, in classic Kittredge fashion, he 
didn’t want a service after his passing. No pomp and                
circumstance. In fact, I can hear his voice in my head telling me 
that I should be working on extension instead of writing this       
article. And that’s his legacy. It’s here among us. It’s in his      
research that has shown a light on the critical importance of        
family forest owners as the major drivers and agents of forest 
change. It’s in his research that questions assumptions. It’s in his 
innovative extension that reminds us to spend our time on critical 
issues that will have the greatest impact. Finally, his legacy can 
be found in his support of our profession and the encouragement 
he gave to all those that have heard its call. I look forward to the 
day that we can gather together again and hoist a pint so I can 
hear your Kittredge stories. 
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Dave became such a force in family forest social science research. 
On him, I saw a genuine fascination about how family forest        
owners make decisions about their land and how social science 
theories can help understand family forest owners’ thinking and 
behaviors. Dave was equally enthusiastic to use these theories to 
inform the development of programs and interventions that have 
the potential to nudge family forest owners to think and behave 
differently towards sustainable forest management and conserva-
tion. He carried such curiosity, open-mindedness, and            
commitment to interdisciplinary scholarship in his day-to-day    
research, teaching, and interactions with graduate students and 
post-doctoral trainees. I remember bringing articles to him to  
discuss from social psychology and rural sociology that do not 
mention a word of tree, forest or landowner, simply because 
those articles were interesting to me. Dave always showed a great 
interest, in fact, excitement, to talk about these non-forestry 
work in the context of forestry—how the theories or insights could 
be helpful to our studies of family forest owners. He never once 
told me that he was too busy to meet with me to discuss my broad 
research interest and wacky interpretation of the forestry world 
which I actually did not know much about at that point. As my 
advisor, he never told me once that my ideas were impractical or 
not sufficiently significant to contribute to the literature; instead, 
he guided and explored with me how to turn an impractical idea 
to something practical and how to add and expand on a piece of 
work to make it more intellectually or practically significant. 
Through those exchanges with Dave, I learned and matured as a 
scientist. To me, he was an excellent example of what being a 
true scientist is about—always highly curious, always having an 
open mind towards new and different forms of knowledge, always 
in a pursuit of a better understanding, never losing sight of      
important questions (i.e., science for what and science for 
whom), and always taking the time to engage with and give back 
to the community even when such efforts were not adequately 
valued by the academic structure within which he worked. Over 
the years, I continue to thrive to acquire and pass on these spirits 
of a true scientist in my own work. 
 
Dave was more than just a post-doctoral academic advisor to me; 
he was a mentor, a friend, and confidant. I will never forget our 
road trip to Morgantown, West Virginia with several colleagues 
from the Family Forest Research Center to attend the IUFRO Small
-Scale Forestry Symposium. We talked science, we told stories, 
we shared snacks, and we sang “Take Me Home, Country Roads.” 
It made me feel a sense of belonging to this community of forest 
scientists and practitioners, and it made me feel that I could have 
a career in the field of forestry, which is still a major area of my 
professional activity today. 
 
I will never forget that Dave always asked me if I wanted a    
chocolate tower when our research group had lunch at the faculty 
club at the University of Massachusetts Amherst or when we met 
for a meal during a conference long after I became a faculty 
member myself. It was only because I mentioned how much I 
loved chocolate in one of our first working lunches. Such a little 
personal preference of a post-doctoral trainee who would        

I was asked to write an article about Dr. 

David B. Kittredge Jr. and his impacts. I 
have done a number of studies in my   
career to examine impacts of different 
natural resource policies and programs, 
and I am familiar with ways to document 
and measure impacts. None of those    
research designs and methods would lead 
to me typing and weeping at the same 
time, as I am doing right now. It suddenly 
came to me that this is Dave’s impact, on 
me and on many others, who were       
fortunate to have the opportunity to work 
with Dave, sit in his classes, or be      
mentored formally and informally by him. 
 
Dave had such a significant impact in 
mentoring and training the next genera-
tion of forest scientists and practitioners. 
One extraordinary quality of Dave was his 
unconditional and generous support for 
junior scientists and practitioners.      
Whenever he had the opportunity to    
collaborate with junior colleagues, he  
always provided invaluable mentoring, 
tried to put them first in terms of        
authorship, and was constantly 
“marketing” junior colleagues to help 
them build their own professional network 
and gain reputation. I may not be able to 
capture the cumulative impact of such 
practices over time using a single      
measure; however, as evident by the large 
number of co-authors Dave had across a 
range of natural and social science       
disciplines and from many countries, such 
impact on the forestry profession has 
been profound and will be long lasting. In 
fact, I was one of the lucky ones who had 
the privilege to work with and be        
mentored by Dave. As one of two advisors 
for my post-doctoral training, he was    
tremendously supportive and helpful to 
my professional career. 
 
I will always be in debt to Dave who had a 
profound impact on how I have            
established myself as a natural resource 
social scientist with passion for interdisci-
plinary research and collaboration be-
tween the social and natural sciences. 
Dave was trained as a silviculturist, and it 
has always been fascinating to me how 
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normally stay around for a year or two 
max, but Dave remembered, and he    
always cared enough to ask me about it. 
Over 10 years later, till this day,           
whenever I order a chocolate tower in a 
restaurant, I think of Dave and how he 
made me feel that I was not just there to 
carry out projects and write papers; I was 
there as a colleague and as someone he 
cared about professionally and personally. 
This small sign of kindness, which he prob-
ably didn’t even notice because he was 
always that kind, has had such an impact 
on me and my graduate students and post-
doctoral trainees—how I interact, care, 
and mentor them over the years. 

As Brett, Steve, and Paul have demonstrated in their articles, 
Dave was highly impactful as a forest scientist and Extension prac-
titioner. However, from my perspective, his biggest impact may 
have been as a mentor to me and the many other careers he 
touched. He showed us a great example of how to work effective-
ly across natural and social science disciplines, how to effectively 
make scientific discoveries available and accessible to relevant 
stakeholder groups, and how to actively engage various stakehold-
ers and assist them in making informed management and conser-
vation decisions. But to me, personally and more importantly, I 
will always remember Dave as this curious, open-minded, ener-
getic, and caring person. If I close my eyes, I can easily picture 
him in his bowtie, excitedly talking about a new research idea or 
sharing some observations he had from a family forest owner 
gathering. It makes me tear up and smile at the same time. Talk-
ing about someone’s impact, let’s all think for a second, how 
many colleagues do you know personally would have this kind of 
impact on you?  
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An Approach to Forestry in Southern New England that                 
Delivers Carbon Benefits and Wood Products 

Jennifer Shakun,  
New England Forestry Foundation 

(NEFF) has been working for several years 
to codify the forestry practices and  
standards it has employed on its own 
lands for the last 75 years, with the goal 
of sharing this approach more broadly 
with other landowners in the region. 
These Exemplary Forestry standards, and 
the silvicultural practices they entail, are 
designed to accomplish three co-equal 
goals: enhance the role forests can play to 
mitigate climate change, improve wildlife 
habitat, and grow more and better-quality 
wood. A set of standards for the Acadian 
Forest of Maine were finalized in 2019 and 
NEFF is currently working with landowners 
in western Maine to put these standards 
into practice with funding from the NRCS 
Regional Conservation Partnership Pro-
gram and the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation-–read more about that             
initiative here. 

Of course, the specifics of what          
constitutes Exemplary Forestry will vary 
from one region to another and a         
complementary set of standards for the 
North Central Hardwoods Region of        
southern New England is now under           
development. A 13-member advisory  
committee with expertise in forestry, 
ecology, and wildlife biology is helping to 
guide the development of the new stand-
ards, which will address the unique wild-
life habitat needs, landscape context, and 
forest types of southern New England. 

But there is more to be done than simply 
articulating this approach. We also need 
to demonstrate how forestry can address 
the needs of the 21st century. As NESAF 
members are aware, there is growing 
pressure on our forests to simultaneously 
meet society’s need for climate mitigation 
AND for renewable raw materials—and a 
growing debate about whether it is           
possible for our forests to do both. In this     
context, it is increasingly important to 

show that with the right management we can maintain or store 
more carbon in the woods, while continuing to produce renewable 
wood products locally. To this end, NEFF staff are compiling    
real-world case studies demonstrating the kind of stocking trends, 
harvest volumes, and climate mitigation benefits that can be 
achieved over time by putting these standards into practice—
pulling examples from NEFF properties and other landowners       
in the region. You can see some initial examples in the graph       
on this webpage. If you own or manage a property where             
stocking has increased over time while you have                      
maintained harvest, and you would be willing to share that             
data, we would welcome your input. Just send an email to             
Jennifer Shakun (jshakun@newenglandforestry.org) or Alec Giffen 
(agiffen@newenglandforestry.org). Now more than ever, long-
term datasets are critical for helping to “make the case” for good 
forestry in New England. 

https://newenglandforestry.org/wp-content/uhttps:/newenglandforestry.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/Exemplary-Forestry-Acadian-Forest-040919-final.pdf
https://newenglandforestry.org/wp-content/uhttps:/newenglandforestry.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/Exemplary-Forestry-Acadian-Forest-040919-final.pdf
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/me/newsroom/features/?cid=NRCSEPRD1545421
https://newenglandforestry.org/learn/initiatives/exemplary-forestry/
mailto:jshakun@newenglandforestry.org
mailto:agiffen@newenglandforestry.org
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As discussions around climate change       
mitigation continue to evolve, the link 
between our forests and our cities is     
becoming ever clearer. The majority of 
Northeastern states have set greenhouse 
gas emissions reduction targets, with most 
aiming to cut emissions by 80% or more 
from 1990 levels by 2050. Hitting these 
targets requires addressing emissions from 
all sectors, including those related to the 
built environment (e.g. transportation, 
electricity, buildings) and natural and 
working lands. It means considering      
operational emissions (the carbon emitted 
from running a car, laptop, building, 
etc.), but also the amount of embodied 
carbon we use to make things (the carbon 
released in the manufacture, production, 
or transport of the materials). Our forests 
have a dual role to play in helping us 
achieve our climate mitigation goals—by 
providing a natural mechanism for taking 
up and storing atmospheric carbon, but 
also providing a source of renewable raw 
material—wood—that can substitute for 
more carbon-intensive materials like  
plastic, steel, and concrete. 

The Northeast is the most densely         
populated region of the country and many 
of our urban and suburban areas are    
struggling with housing affordability issues 
driven by insufficient supply of housing 
(and the right types of housing, e.g. multi
-family) for population areas that are  
likely to grow over the next several      
decades. Building more mid-rise                 
construction near transit hubs can help 
address this shortage and tall wood      
construction, built with engineered wood 
products like cross-laminated timber, is 
cost-competitive and ideally suited for 
this six to twelve-story range. It offers us 
a promising way to increase housing      
supply AND reduce the embodied carbon 
associated with new construction by  
building with wood. 

But to get more of this type of construc-
tion within the next 10 to 20 years (a         
crucial window for climate change        

mitigation) we need to increase demand for it and build the local 
supply chain so that New England’s rural forest economies feel 
the benefits of that increased demand. This is why New England 
Forestry Foundation (NEFF) launched the Forest-to-Cities Climate 
Challenge—an effort to help shape an economic system that links 
mass timber buildings in New England with local forests that         
generate the wood for them. The Challenge asks folks all along 
the value chain—from landowners and foresters to architects,  
engineers, and environmental and housing advocates—to voice 
unified support for mass timber construction in New England.   
Participants sign a  simple pledge that articulates this vision. You 
can read more about the effort and sign the pledge via an online 
form at https://foresttocities.org/. 

NESAF members, and the broader forestry community, are a key 
link in this value chain because we cannot build truly sustainable 
tall wood buildings that benefit both rural and urban communities 
without a reliable supply of wood from well-managed forests in 
our region. To our benefit, the reality of addressing climate 
change is highlighting the value of local wood products in a whole 
new way. If you share NEFF’s excitement about the opportunities 
this presents for New England, we hope you will join the growing 
community of interest around this topic by signing on to the      
Forest-to-Cities Climate Challenge today. 

Linking Our Forests to Our Cities to Address Climate Change 

Jennifer Shakun,  
New England Forestry Foundation 

https://foresttocities.org/


Volume 81,  Issue 3  Page 17 

Why New Bylaws? 

Kenneth M. Laustsen, 
NESAF Archivist and Awards Chair 

Back in 2014, in order to continue to be 
incorporated in Maryland, SAF had to   
undergo a major change in their           
constitution and bylaws. The most obvious 
change to NESAF members was the title 
change from our previous District 6        
representative to the current District 6 
Board member. 

In 2018-19, a small sub-committee, of 
which I was a member, met to develop a 
new set of “State Society Minimum Stand-
ard Bylaws Template” so that these     
respective units could come into compli-
ance. The proposed new Minimum      
Standards were then adopted by the SAF 
Board on December 8th, 2019. Underlying 
the new minimum standards is a twofold 
intent by SAF. The first effort is to 
streamline the relationship between SAF 
and its respective State Societies (NESAF), 
its Divisions (Granite State, Green      
Mountain, Maine, and Yankee), and its 
Chapters (Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island). The second effort is to 
formalize and strengthen the connection 
with a formal Memorandum of Agreement 
(MOU) that details our respective          
commitments. 

The new Minimum Standards provide a major revision from the 
current versions, with a reduction in Articles from 14 to 10, a 
switching of the order and combining of the Articles, and          
extensively more condensed language. More importantly to      
respective Divisions and Chapters, there is the opportunity to  
accept the NESAF State Society Bylaws as their own, allowing just 
a single set of Bylaws for NESAF and its other units (Divisions and 
Chapters). That blanket acceptance requires some major accom-
modation from current subunit Bylaws, specifically in regard to: 

Article IV – Meetings, in which a quorum will now consist of those 
members present for the transaction of business; 

Article V – Divisions and Chapters, where there is the choice of 
complying with the State Society Bylaws  or developing their own 
as long they are approved; 

Article VI – Officers, which details the allowed elected officers 
and their terms; and 

Article VII – Committees, which describes who is a voting member 
of the respective Executive Committee. 

It is the intent of NESAF to work through these changes, at       
whatever unit level that may be required, and to then offer a 
compiled referendum for voting this fall at the same time as the 
election of new officers. 

I am quite willing to discuss Bylaws with respective subunits       
to help them understand their complete set of options in order     
to come into compliance with the new State Society                    
Minimum Standards. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

It’s the time of year when we are looking around for a few good individuals to serve as candidates for           

Chapter, Division, and NESAF Officers! Perhaps you attended a Leadership Academy, helped out at an                        

Annual Winter Meeting, or are looking to serve in different capacity? An opportunity awaits you                              

and there are several positions which may interest you. 

The opportunities are: 

NESAF Chair-Elect 

State Representatives from Canada, Maine, Massachusetts, and Vermont 

and several local positions! 

For more information, contact Rob MacMillan or any EC member on page 2 before Sept 1, 2020. 

Time to 

mailto:rmacmillan@provwater.com


A new film aimed at landowners goes inside Maine's 
Penobscot Experimental Forest to show the clear and 
long-lasting differences in the forest created by    
several kinds of silviculture and harvesting. Experts 
from around Maine describe how to manage for     
wildlife, climate change, pests and disease, and    
explain how a forester can be helpful.  

The film was created with support from the       
Northeastern States Research Cooperative, Maine 
Outdoor Heritage Fund, UMaine, and U.S. Forest       
Service, and is a great introduction to some         
management considerations. Two versions are       
available, with links below. 

6-minute version: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4nB-nfguSNY&t=6s 

full 26-minute film:https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eykwZkKrYKg&t=4s 

Forestry For The Long Term 
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Maren Granstrom and Laura Kenefic prepare for filming               
in the Penobscot Experimental Forest. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4nB-nfguSNY&t=6s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eykwZkKrYKg&t=4s
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A small and dedicated group of New     
England foresters have been researching 
exotic larch (European, Japanese and 
their hybrid.). The larch was planted by a 
few companies in the 1980s and 90s in 
response to spruce budworm impact on 
softwood. The growth of these plantations 
even surprised us!!! On better sites, 
growth exceeded 3 cords per acre per 
year (18 cubic meters per hectare). This 
comparable to loblolly pine and coastal 
Douglas-fir. 

 

We have a website devoted to our findings 
www.larchresearch.com and few published articles that might be 
of interest. Journal of Forestry (March 2020 issue), Forestry 
Source (January 2020) and Northern Logger (December 2018). 

Current research is response to thinning. We're working with one 
organization, which is actively thinning their stands. We are trying 
to document existing plantations, and if anyone knows of exotic 
larch plantations in New England, please let us know. For more 
details, please contact, Dave Maass at maassdave24@gmail.com 

Exotic Larch Research  

http://www.larchresearch.com/
mailto:maassdave24@gmail.com
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Maine Division News ~ Anthony Filauro 

Last News Articles 
These are my last articles submitted to 
the New England News Quarterly.  It has 
been my pleasure to serve as the Maine 
correspondent to the Quarterly since 
2007, following the passing of Marc     
Johnson, my predecessor, in 2006.  I hope 
the articles I’ve submitted to the         
Quarterly have been informative and      
provided useful information. I encourage  
a MESAF member to come  forward to  
assume the role of correspondent and 
continue to inform the membership about 
forestry issues that are  important to this 
state and forestland owners. Contact me 
if you have questions about volunteering 
for this role filauroa@yahoo.com 
 
Summer Field Tours Update 
Due to scheduling difficulties, only two 
field tours will be offered this                
summer. The tour focusing on invasive 
plant species will be held in July in the 
Bangor area. The tour involving deer yard 
management will be held in September on 
T3R4 BKP WKR (Spring Lake Twp), north of 
Flagstaff Lake. Information about the field 
tours is posted on the MESAF website at: 
www.mesaf.org 

CMP Corridor 
The CMP power line corridor proposed for 
development in western Maine is on the 
November ballet as a referendum      
question. Approval of the corridor will 
provide jobs for workers in the logging 
industry and wood products for businesses 
in Maine and beyond. Another effect will 
be the impact of the corridor upon 
Maine’s environment, its wildlife and      
adjacent landowners impacted by this 
activity. The long-term effect of the          
corridor is uncertain. MESAF members 
should become familiar with all the facts 
in order to make an informed decision on 
Election Day. 
 
GNP Mill Site 
The GNP mill site in Millinocket will     
receive an $850K federal grant to        
assist with environmental clean-up of the 
property for redevelopment. A solar farm 
project is currently planned for construc-
tion on-site.  Other projects being consid-
ered are a data storage center and a    

lumber milling facility. These projects will benefit the forest in-
dustry and the logging community. The Golden Road, a private off
-highway logging road, allows direct access to the mill site. 
 
Medical Swabs 
Puritan Medical Products, affiliated with Hardwood Products  
Company in Guilford, Maine, has received a federal contract 
worth $75.5 million to produce swabs needed by the medical com-
munity to combat the coronavirus. The new facility, to be located 
in Pittsfield, will provide 140 jobs and will increase production 
from 20 million to 40 million swabs per month. This project may 
benefit the forest industry by increasing wood products needed 
for the new facility. 
 
Mechanized Logging Operations Program 
In 2017, the Professional Logging Contractors of Maine initiated 
the Mechanized Logging Operations Program to train students 
seeking employment in the forest industry. Students learn to op-
erate harvest equipment used in logging operations. This is the 
fourth year of the program, the largest in as many years, and is 
being conducted on lands of BBC/American Forest Management in 
the Old Town area. The 12 week training program commenced on 
July 6 with 16 students participating. In the previous three         
programs all graduating students were employed or offered       
employment in the industry. 
 
Moosehead Lake Development Plan 
Weyerhaeuser is abandoning the Moosehead Lake Development 
Plan which encompasses almost seventeen thousand acres        
proposed for development by Plum Creek several years ago.  
Abandoning the development plan results in returning the        
forestland to General Management under LUPC regulations;         
however the 390K acres that was part of the original plan will  
remain under a conservation easement. 
 
Stress on the Logging Industry 
The coronavirus pandemic has caused stress on the logging            
industry with the disruption of markets and a significant downturn 
in the state’s economy. In addition to the virus, the mill in Jay 
suffered an explosion that’s caused a stoppage of wood deliveries 
to the mill equal to about 2 million tons of wood annually. The 
loss on this market affects 700 jobs in the logging industry. It’s 
uncertain when the mill will again accept wood deliveries. 
 
Tick Research 
The University of Maine is working with forest land owners in nine 
counties in southern Maine, to collect ticks for identification and 
testing for pathogens. The collection of ticks commenced in     
July. Information about this survey can be viewed at the Universi-
ty of Maine website: https://umaine.edu/forestticksurvey/. 

Other research involves Dr. Allison Gardner, an assistant professor 
in the School of Biology and Ecology at U. Maine. Dr. Gardner is 
undertaking a study of ecological factors that contribute to the 
growth and spread of tick populations in Maine. Information is 
available at the University of Maine website: umaine.edu 

mailto:filauroa@yahoo.com
http://www.mesaf.org/
https://umaine.edu/forestticksurvey/
http://www.umaine.edu/
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Other available online programs include: 

•Carbon Accounting and Markets (1.0 CEU), Jun 19, 3:00–4:00 pm 

•Managing for Wildlife Habitat and Forest Carbon (1.0 CEU),        
Jun 24, 3:00 – 4:00 pm 

•Carbon Offset Markets (1.0 CEU), Jun 26, 3:00–4:00 pm 

 

Many of you may have noticed heavier early white pine needle 
loss than what we have come to grudgingly expect. Here’s an   
update from Kyle Lombard, our NH State Forest Health Specialist 
on this and some other forest health issues: 

“Our quarterly update is coming soon and it will highlight a few 
forest pests that seem to be on the rise. HWA seems to be       
expanding again. Winter mortality the last couple years has not 
matched the extreme kill of the 17/18 winter so populations have 
expanded in southern NH. Needlecast on white pine came out late 
this year but is being seen throughout the range of white pine. 
Please remember that severity is based on the amount of         
infection LAST spring and the needles will fall by the end of June 
THIS year. Wait to assess tree health until August when new       
needles have fully elongated. Emerald Ash borer has not been 
found in Coos County or the White Mt National Forest but          
local spread continues in southern NH. Strict adherence to        
the best management practices for moving infested ash logs and 
firewood will buy many years of scientific study on treatments 
and controls.” 

Granite State Division News ~ Stephen Eisenhaure 

Like most, folks in the forestry industry 
have had to adapt to changes in how we 
go about our day. Excellent online       
resources are being made available to 
provide education and potential CEUs for 
those of you that are working from home 
or just need credits in an environment 
where we cannot gather. 

On June 2nd, UNH Cooperative Extension 
teamed up with the NHTOA, NH Division of 
Forests and Lands, and the New         
Hampshire SFI implementation committee 
to present a webinar on forest product 
markets in the Northeast. If you missed 
this excellent program, one of the better 
I’ve seen, it’s worth your time to view it 
here. CEU’s are also available on a simi-
larly structured program about forest car-
bon dynamics, which can be viewed at 
this link. 

Connecticut Chapter News ~ Emery Gluck 

Protest causes a “pause” in a forest 
management harvest at Masacoe State 
Forest in Simsbury.  

About 60 people showed up to a meeting 
with DEEP Commissioner Katie Dykes, 
state legislators John Hampton and Kevin 
Witkos and DEEP Foresters and Wildlife 
Biologist to express their concern about a 
recently started harvest. Their                   
organization, keepthewoods, advocates 
Proforestation, “a nature-based solution 
whereby some forests are protected as 
intact ecosystems to foster continuous 
growth for maximal carbon storage (“wild 
carbon“) and ecological and structural 
complexity” according to their web site, 
keepthewoods.org 

DEEP staff is providing information to the Commissioner. The next 
steps are unclear to this correspondent. 

Connecticut DEEP Division of Forestry welcomes new foresters- 
Jill Humphreys has been hired as a statelands forester in Western 
Connecticut, and Frank Cervo is the new Service Forester for  
Eastern Connecticut. 

DEEP Commissioner Katie Dykes issued a second temporary waiver 
of the requirements for renewal of commercial forest practitioner 
certifications, effective retroactively to March 15, 2020, to         
extend the time for compliance until June 28, 2020 due to the 
pandemic. 

Beech Leaf Disease found in State Forest -Dr. Robert Marra of 
The Connecticut Agricultural Experiment Station has identified 
Beech Leaf Disease in Cockaponset State Forest in Southern          
Connecticut. 

https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fextension.unh.edu%2Fevents%2Fforest-carbon-webinar-series-carbon-accounting-and-markets%3Futm_source%3DAdaptiveMailer%26utm_medium%3Demail%26utm_campaign%3DForesters%26org%3D785%26lvl%3D100%26i
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fextension.unh.edu%2Fevents%2Fforest-carbon-webinar-series-managing-wildlife-habitat-and-forest-carbon%3Futm_source%3DAdaptiveMailer%26utm_medium%3Demail%26utm_campaign%3DForesters%26org%3D785%2
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fextension.unh.edu%2Fevents%2Fforest-carbon-webinar-series-carbon-offset-markets%3Futm_source%3DAdaptiveMailer%26utm_medium%3Demail%26utm_campaign%3DForesters%26org%3D785%26lvl%3D100%26ite%3D122
https://extension.unh.edu/blog/june-2nd-webinar-nh-forest-products-markets-and-policy-update?utm_source=AdaptiveMailer&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=Foresters&org=785&lvl=100&ite=12430&lea=10192&ctr=0&par=1&trk=a0W6f00000UubWqEAJ
https://extension.unh.edu/blog/forest-carbon-dynamics-webinar?utm_source=AdaptiveMailer&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=Foresters&org=785&lvl=100&ite=12430&lea=10192&ctr=0&par=1&trk=a0W6f00000UubWqEAJ
about:blank
about:blank
https://keepthewoods.org/
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Candidates needed for Upcoming      
Elections  

Now is the time to step forward to declare 
your candidacy for the fall Green            
Mountain Division Executive Committee 
election. The positions being decided are 
for Vice-Chair, Secretary, Treasurer and 
Representative to the NESAF Board. 
Please contact any of the GMD Officers 
listed in the front of this publication for 
more information. 

 

Forestry Honor Society Inducts 17 UVM 
Students 

Seventeen students were inducted into 
the Xi Sigma Pi Forestry Honor Society 
UVM Chapter (Alpha Omicron) via a virtual 
initiation ceremony on April 30, the date 
inductions were held for all chapters 
across the US. 

Three graduate students, Hanusia Higgins, 
Elizabeth-Ann Jamison and Jess Wikle 
joined undergraduates Kyle Bennett,      
Colby Bosley-Smith, Kris Brown, Emmie 
Bryson, Sophie Cleland, Kevin Fink, Lucas 
Hiltz, Lukas Kopacki, Brian Kurmin, Olivia 
Lopez, Tessa McGann, Tom McGrade, Eliza 
Orne and Chloe Sardonis as honorees. 

Congratulations to all of the students in 
qualifying for the Xi Sigma Pi Forestry 
Honor Society in 2020! 

 

Wilkinson Honor Announced 

The James  E. Wilkinson Jr. Student  
Award for 2020 will go to Maria Emanuelli 
at UVM. Maria is pursuing her B. S. degree 
in Forestry at UVM’s Rubenstein School of 
Environment and Natural Resources. She is 
active in the UVM Forestry Club and is a 
member of the Forestry Honor Society.  
She has been engaged in service work          
and internships in Silviculture, Forest     
Inventory and Trail Stewardship. The       
Wilkinson Award is given to a qualified  
Vermont student each year. 

Thanks to Ben! 

The GMD Executive Committee extends its thanks and best wishes 
to graduating UVM Forestry student Ben Church who served on the 
Executive Committee this past year. Ben ably represented student       
perspectives on Division programs and  activities, and kept the 
Committee informed on Forestry Club projects. 

 

Spring Meetings Turn Virtual 

Both the annual Vermont Forest Health and Arbor Day Meetings 
had to be cancelled because of Covid-19, but some of the key 
speakers and topics were offered on-line as webinars. Look for 
more of these opportunities as we learn to live in a world of  
physical distancing! 

 

GMD Summer Meeting 

The GMD Executive Committee has decided to hold the Division’s 
Summer Meeting in September. Look for an announcement after 
July 1, when we hope that COVID-19 conditions for gatherings are 
clearer. 

 

Vermont Agency of Natural Resources Begins Public Scoping on 
Major Forest Blocks 

The Vermont Agency of Natural Resources (ANR) is developing a 
new long-range management plan for the Worcester Range       
Management Unit. It is conducting public scoping to better under-
stand how Vermonters use and value these lands.  

The long-range management plan is a guide for land management 
on ANR lands, and typically lasts for 20 years. ANR conducts public 
scoping early in the planning process to better understand the 
public’s interest in and use of state-owned lands.  

The Worcester Range is the scenic backdrop to the State’s capital, 
providing access to public lands from central Vermont’s               
population centers. ANR manages five properties that run the 
length of the mountain range, spanning 18,772 acres, including 
one state forest, one state park and three wildlife management 
areas as well as multiple headwater streams for Lake Champlain. 

The public is asked to share their input through an online survey 
available at https://arcg.is/18yPq4. This site also includes a story 
map with images and maps for the area. The public survey will be 
open until August 3, 2020. 

Green Mountain Division News ~ Ginger Anderson 

A Note From Fred Borman! 
 

I’m still looking for a few photographs from RI, MA, NH and VT to be included in the     
NESAF 100th anniversary video montage for the 2020 Virtual National Convention. 

Images can be emailed to fred.borman@myfairpoint.net or photos can be sent  

to 49 Knowles Way, Northwood, NH 03261. 

 

about:blank
mailto:fred.borman@myfairpoint.net
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Yankee Division News  

Photos from the NESAF Winter Business Meeting! 

Beginning in February 2020, a              
subcommittee composed of Yankee            
Division members has been drafting a       
position statement titled, “Southern New 
England Forest Management in an Era 
of Climate Change”. The Position            
Statement has recently been approved by 
the National SAF office. 
 
The full document will soon be available 
on the NESAF Website, and will also be            
distributed electronically to members in 
the near future. 

The introduction of the document follows, 

“This document reports the best available scientific findings and 
management strategies related to forests and carbon sequestra-
tion and storage in southern New England. This information will 
help guide development of public policy for forest management 
in this region. Forests are central to our history, identity and way 
of life. The forests of southern New England provide critical       
ecosystem services including water quality, biodiversity, carbon 
sequestration and storage, recreation, and human health,       
important products, and productive employment, while providing 
solace and sense of place. Climate change, coupled with New   
England’s land use history and increasing human population, has 
heightened the need to responsibly manage these forests for  
multiple uses including sequestration and storage of atmospheric 
carbon.” 

It outlines the ways in which a spectrum of forest stewardship 
strategies in southern New England contribute to climate change 
mitigation and adaptation, provide services and products for       
society, and sustain resilient forests for future generations. 



      NEWS QUARTERLY, 
      c/o Joseph P. Barsky, editor 
      48 Mariner Circle 
      Trumbull, CT  06611 

Our mission as foresters is to be responsible stewards of the earth’s forests while   
meeting society’s vital needs. The challenge of our mission lies in keeping forest     
ecosystems healthy and intact while concurrently drawing on their resources. We will 
meet this challenge by carefully monitoring and managing the effects of natural and 
human forces on the forest. Our decisions will be guided by our professional knowledge, 
our compassion for all living things, our desire to improve citizens’ lives, and our     
respect and concern for the entire forest ecosystem. By advancing forestry science, 
education, technology, and the practice of forestry, NE SAF will provide the leadership 
to achieve its mission. 
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