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Idaho Land Ownership
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College of Natural Resources Policy Analysis Group — University of ldaho
Established by the Idaho legislature in 1989 to provide objective analysis of the impacts of natural resource proposals.
Fact Sheets are timely summaries of research data relevant to current natural resource topics.
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Idaho Forest Facts & Forestry Issues
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F Forests & the Idaho Economy

F Forest Dynamics (Inventory) &
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F Removals

F Wildfires & Fuel Management

¥ Woody Biomass Utilization

¥ Carbon Management
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Idaho Forest Land Extent & Ownership

Non-forested land
59%*

BLM National
Forest
Wo;%l*and Wilderness  Private State 1% 239

& (oL &5

* Percent of total 3%
Idaho land area
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Top Five States

National Forest Lands
National Total Nat'l Forest
Forest Land Acreage as % of
State (Acres) of State Total State
Alaska 22,483,751 365,481,600 6.2%
California| 20,537,679 | 100,206,720 20.5%
Idaho 20,440,564 52,933,120 38.6%
Montana 16,797,507 93,271,040 18.0%
Oregon 15,625,616 61,598,720 25.4%

Idaho has a higher proportion of lands in the
National Forest System than any other state.

W National Forests

Idaho National Forests

30% Developed (roaded) timberlands
10% Roadless timberlands
34% Unsuited for timber production
19% Wilderness

7% Recommended for Wilderness

=~ Panhandle*

Clearwater*

_ Nez Perce* \\

Bitterroot * N

Payette _f; Y Salmon 70% of Idaho’s

.-Targhee  National Forest
lands are not
available for

_—>caribou  timber harvest

* Northern Region (R1) national forests report to Missoula, Montana.
Intermountain Region (R4) national forests report to Ogden, Utah.
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Forest Products & Idaho Economy

Industry sales value 2006: $1.8 hillion
“ “ “ 2007: $1.7 billion

Despite declines in the 1990s, wood and paper products
manufacturing is a major part of Idaho’s economic base
F “basic” industries bring money into Idaho
F forest products manufacturing is the largest
basic industry in northern Idaho

Idaho is one of the top three states in dependence
on the forest products business sector:
F 4.6% of Idaho's labor income is from forest products
F 4.6% of total laber income in Oregon and
5.5% in Maine is from forest products
Pay per worker is substantially higher than other industries
F $32,300 compared to $23,500 all-industries average

Employment & ldaho Timber Harvest, 1970-2007

¥ Employment & harvest are correlated (= 13 employees / million bd. ft.)

O— Timber Harvest

Thousands of workers

¥ c|51
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Idaho Timber Harvest by Ownershin, 1947-2001

¥ 94% decline on National Forest System lands (1930 to 2001).

M O Nat'l Forest

0 ] L O State (IDL)

| o r B Private

National Forest System Revenue-Sharing
Payments to Idaho Gounties, 1967-2007

0~ Payments to counties {milion§)

» Since 1908, 25% of
revenues from national
forest harvests shared
w/ state & local gov'ts.
In Idaho, counties get
all such funds:
= 30% for schools
= 70% for roads
1995-2001, county pay-
ments declined with
timber harvest receipts.
In 2001, Secure Rural
Schools & Community
Self-determination Act
("Craig-Wyden") allowed
counties to chose
= 25% of revenues, or
= average of 3 highest
years, 1986-1999.
¥ Secure Rural Schools Act
expires in 2009.

= NFS timber harvest {million bd. £.)
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Idaho Forest Change, 1993-2006 Idaho Forest Inventory Ghange, 1953-2006

Annual wood increment ¢ « 4= ¢ Inventory by

Growing stock volume, billion cubic feet
40 —

36.6

30% increasein volume

285

E Other softwoods
& True firs
Douglas-fir

B Engl. Spruce

O W. hemlock
OW. larch

B W. red cedar

# Lodgepole pine
W. white pine

E Ponderosa pine
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2006
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Annual removals —@—  Sound dead volume
Annual mortality -- M -- Growing stock volume [

Ownership, 2006
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Insect & Disease Mortality Risk Hocericas Forii7 LB

't Health
I Risk of Mortality % Update

"Risk" is the expectation that
25% or more of the standing

live volume of trees greater RIIT P oe TA

than 1" in diameter will die H "
over the next 15 years. E - 9

m Nevember 2006 America’s forests face

many risks. Hundreds
of millions of trees and
invaluable habitats are
impacted each year by
severe wildfires and
m insect and pathogen
outbreaks. These
P disturbances are the
result of an excessive
buildup of fuels caused
by decades of fire
suppression.

Forest Health & Fire

Fire Regime Condition Class

Relative risk of losing one or
more components that define
an ecosystem:

I Class 1: low risk
Class 2: moderate risk
I Class 3: high risk

» The increment of growing stock
can be either a boon or liability.

F Much of the forest is already
overcrowded with excessive fuel.

¥ Rampant net growth will increase |
the perls of insects, disease and
catastrophic fire.

¥ Maintaining forest health is a
matter of establishing sustainable
stand conditions & reducing risks.

¥ This has significant economic
impacts, and forest products
can help finance them.

Source: Forest Health and Fire:
An Overview and Evaluation,
m National Association of Forest
Service Retirees (2002).

created by Heather Heward
from vwww.frec.gov 6 Sept 2008
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Wildfires in 11 Western States, 1916-2008

Acres bumed, millions
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... developed in August 2000, following a landmark wildland fire season,

with the intent of actively responding to - -

severe wildland fires and their impacts to P Sy ottt
communities while ensuring sufficient fire- fe itiet aud this Eatl
fighting capacity for the future. Addresses: 19:Xear Comprelistiaiye Strategy

¥ Firefighting preparedness,
¥ Rehabilitation & restoration,
¥ Hazardous fuels reduction,
]
B

Implementation Plan

Community assistance, and

Western
Govermors’
Association

Implementation of any
A Strategic Assessment of Forest Biomass and significant fuel reduction
Fuel Reduction Treatments in Western States

effort will generate large
volumes of biomass and
require the development of
additional workforce and
operations capacity in
western forests.

Mechanical treatments
remain an indispensable
tool for land managers.
However, to implement
NFP ohjectives using
mechanical treatments a
significant barrier must be
overcome — the disposal or
utilization of significant
quantities of small trees.

® United States Department of Agriculture
o Forest Service, Research and Development

In Partnership With The Western
Forestry Leadership Coalition

NATURAL e NATURAL
RESOURCES RESOURCES

Federal Agencies Are Woody Biomass Users’
Engaged in Various Experiences Offer
Efforts to Promote the Insights for
Utilization of Woody Government Efforts
Biomass, but Aimed at Promoting
Significant Obstacles Its Use

to Its Use Remain

Primary Challenges

¢ high harvesting and
transportation costs

F lack of a sufficient
reliable supply

Accessibility Copyright No Fear Act Privacy

[The Official Web Site of the Government Acco:
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Mitigating the effects of severe fires after
the fact will always be harder than
preventing them from being so severe in
the first place.

USDA Forest Service.

¢y

The Process Predicament

.. - Forest Service | roxsauy, Regmn, o St

operates within a statutory,
regulatory, and administrative
[decision] framework that has kept
the agency from effectively
addressing rapid declines in forest
health. This same framework
impedes nearly every other aspect
of multiple-use management.

June 2002

Fuel Treatment Needs & Accomplishments

Treatable Fire Class 2 Fire Class 3

Timberland (mod. risk) (high risk)
—— [million acres] —F———-
143 58 37
121 47 33

A Strategic Assessment of Forest Biomass and
Fuel Reduction Treatments in Western States

[eravinn]
FORESTRY
LEADERSHIP

ket

Forest Biomass to
Energy in Oregon:

the Stars are Aligned

Biomass Energy and Biofuels
from Western Forests

Presented by

Roger Lord

Mason, Bruce & Girard

Western Forest Economists Meeting
May 2006

AMERICAN
FORESTERS
1900

. . . opportunity to simultaneously .
address three challenging needs:

@ Restoring forest health, fire
resiliency, and wildlife habitat

lansath Falls, Oce.
ors Association (2006) and

M Finding renewable energy
alternatives

. e tegimes are mod-
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In This Issue: Biomass @& Society of American Foresters

.

I Forest Management [~ """ ] Relative importance
and Rotation Length | K

d of forestry strategies
in affecting climate

I Wood Products change.

vs. Substitutes

Forests, Carbon and
Climate Change:
A Synthesis of
Science Findings

Afforestation/ ’
Reforestation

Keep Forestlands ‘
in Forests |

'Reduce Stand "
Replacing Fires
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