Forest Planning

As a member of the President’s Ad-
visory Panel on Timber and the En-
vironment, I was pleased to see the
story by Constance Holden and Luther
J. Carter concerning the completion of
our report and its presentation to the
President (News and Comment, 12
Oct., p. 144). However, Holden and
Carter could have made a more inform-
ative and better-balanced presentation
of the report both by indicating the
President’s charge to the panel and by
taking account of the broad range of
the panel’s recommendations. For ex-
ample, instead of mentioning the care-
ful conditions we imposed on increas-
ing the cut from the national forests,
Holden and Carter treat increased cut-
ting as if it were the only major rec-
ommendation in our report.

We recommended “generous with-
drawals” of national forest lands in
the West, to enable the wilderness sys-
tem there to reach its ultimate area as
soon as possible, and we recommended
establishment of wilderness or quasi-
wilderness areas in the East. We recom-
mended that forest areas, whether pub-
licly or privately owned, not be har-
vested where combinations of soils and
slopes create a serious soil erosion prob-
lem. We recommended careful plan-
ning of roads to reduce soil erosion
problems. We made numerous recom-
mendations about wildlife (which is my
special interest), about watershed man-
agement, about esthetic considerations
in timber harvesting, and about many
other matters which have concerned
conservationists. We stated that “the
protection of environmental quality
over the long run should take prece-
dence over all uses of forest resources.”
These recommendations constitute more
than a token consideration of the en-
vironmental and conservation aspects of
forestry in the United States.

The panel did recommend an accel-
eration of the harvesting of old-growth
timber in national forests of the West.
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We think there is an urgent need for
forest products to meet housing goals
established by Congress and endorsed
by the President. An approximate dou-
bling of lumber prices in the past year
indicates that there is a serious timber
shortage. Our recommendation for in-
creased harvesting was contingent upon
the availability of funds to carry out
intensive forestry to sustain that level
of harvest—"“The panel recognizes that
an accelerated harvest of old-growth
timber in national forests should be
undertaken only provided that adequate
provision is made for financing what-
ever intensified timber management is
needed to support the new level of
harvest.” Unless such financing is pro-
vided, the panel does not recommend
accelerated harvesting.

The report is a consensus of its mem-
bers. It was not 100 percent accept-
able to any one of them. I personally
think, if the historical background of
forestry management, current forest
conditions in the United States, the state
of the art of forestry, countrywide en-
vironmental, social, and economic con-
siderations, the world timber situation,
and the panel charges are taken into
account, that the right compromises
have been made.

We expect that the “report will re-
ceive a tough going-over by environ-
mentalists”"—and by many others. We
welcome all comments and discussion,
as the last of our recommendations to
the President makes clear. But we hope
comment and discussion can proceed
from what the report says, in all its
various parts, and not merely from
extracts that may have been taken out
of context.
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The report by Holden and Carter,
“Timber study reinforces Nixon pol-
icy,” begins with the clause, “Since the
U.S. Forest Service opened national

forests to private logging operations in
1950 . . . [italics mine].” This clause is
in error regarding both procedure and
date and thus gives a misleading slant
to later portions of the report.

Except in minor operations, such as
the construction of roads and trails,
the establishment of camp and picnic
areas, and certain silvicultural and
hydrological experiments, the U.S.
Forest Service does no logging of its
own, and never has. It sells most tim-
ber by competitive bid to private log-
gers, in the form of standing trees to
be cut by the purchaser. As far back as
1905, the year the old Bureau of For-
estry was transformed into the present
Forest Service, cuts from such sales in
national forests totaled more than 68
million board feet. This practice, in
fact, antedates the establishment of the
Forest Service. Gifford Pinchot (1)
notes the sale in 1898 of 15 million
board feet of timber from national for-
est reserves to the Homestake Mining
Company in the Black Hills of South
Dakota for $1 per 1000 board feet.
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World Food Situation

I would like to draw attention to the
fact that the time horizon for the In-
dicative World Plan of the Food and
Agriculture Organization (FAO) of the
United Nations was 1985 and not 1980,
as stated in Nicholas Wade’s report
“World food situation: Pessimism
comes back into vogue” (News and
Comment, 17 Aug., p. 634).

In Wade’s report, Thomas T. Pole-
man is quoted as saying that “FAO ...
assume(s] that persons in tropical coun-
tries have about the same food require-
ments as overnourished Americans.”
This is not so. The figures issued by
FAO for food requirements show dif-
ferences of several hundred calories be-
tween different countries.

Also, Poleman describes FAO as
being neo-Malthusian. We have recently
gone on record (I) as believing that
there has not been any permanent de-
terioration in the world food situation.
In this respect, FAO’s publications are
in agreement with the view of the U.S.
Department of Agriculture (2) and not
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